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MSGR. SHEEN AND CLERICAL-FASCISM 
Editorial by BISHOP G. BROMLEY OXNAM 


It is not a far cry trom the assumptions of finality to 
those authoritarian practices that destroy opposition, and 
reveal the essence of Fascism. Dictatorship is repugnant 
to free men, whether it be that of a state or of a church. 
It makes little difference whether it be a brown shirt, a 
black shirt, a red shirt, or a shirt with the collar on back- 
wards. Let the church remember that the political shirt- 
makers are sewing at once with a double thread, “a 
shroud as well as a shirt.” If religionists march the 
road of dictatorship it will become the march of death. 


HE opinions of the distinguished Monsignor Fulton J. Sheen 

are entitled to respectful consideration. He is at once a 
thoughtful personality and a spokesman for one of the great 
Christian churches. 
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Recently, writing upon the question of post-war political 
and social organization, he said: ‘. . . there should be created 
an international organization which will respect the rights of 
God, assure mutual independence of peoples, impose fidelity 
to agreements and safeguard the true liberty and dignity of the 
human person.” 


Seeking to implement this proposal, he calls for a legisla- 
tive and executive body, “a judicial body which would pass 
tinal judgments on the problems submitted through democratic 
processes by the legislative bodies’ and a coercive body to 
assure obedience to decisions. 


Then follows a statement that is the occasion for this edi- 
torial: “The judicial body would be composed exclusively of 
representatives of religious groups, and would be empowered 
to direct nations to the higher good of the human community 
... the point of having such a judicial body of this kind is to 
insure that in the future war be declared by ethical and moral 
groups and not by political groups, as they are at present... 
too long has politics set limits to religion; it is now time for re- 
ligion to set limits to politics and to politicians.” 


Monsignor Sheen is willing to leave to the Jewish and 
Protestant religionists their right to nominate their representatives 
to this judicial body. He assures us the Catholic Church is an 
organization peculiarly qualified to name its representatives, 
and because of its catholicity offers “a sure token of impar- 
tiality.” 


What happens to democracy when churches seek to set 
limits to politics, and how a body appointed by a church when 
declaring war can avoid becoming political, he does not explain. 


But such a proposal raises serious questions. Does the 
Roman Catholic Church really look forward to the day when it 
will choose judges for a World Court, and if so, does it antici- 
pate similar action in choosing judges for lower courts? Is the 
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World Court, or judicial body proposed, to be composed exclu- 
sively of Christians? What of Hindu, Mohammedan, Buddhist, and 
other religious bodies? 


If it be wise to turn to the Church for choice in judicial 
matters, by what logic do we avoid asking the church to choose 
our executives and legislators? What happens to the democratic 
principle of all the people participating in choosing their repre- 
sentatives? In a word, is there implicit in this suggestion the 
repudiation of democracy, and the setting up of a new dicta- 
torship? 


The suggestion that Jews and Protestants name their repre- 
sentatives is a generous one. But Jews and Protestants are not 
suggesting such procedure. 


Furthermore, it is a little difficult to reconcile this “right to 
nominate” with the theory of the state expounded by Ryan and 
Millar in The State and the Church. Commenting upon the En- 
cyclical of Pope Leo XIII entitled The Christian Constitution of 
States, the Rev. John A. Ryan says: “In a genuinely Catholic 
State, public authority should not permit the introduction of new 
forms of religion; but when several denominations have already 
been established, the State may, and generally should, permit 
them all to exist and to function. The reason is that the attempt 
to suppress them would on the whole be injurious to the com- 
monwealth.”’ 


Without discussing the implications of this statement by 
Dr. Ryan, it must be seen at once that the basic principles of 
the Bill of Rights are repudiated. However, it is apparent that in 
a genuinely Catholic world, the right of the Protestant church to 
exist appears to be denied. Of what use is it to suggest the 
lesser right ‘‘to nominate’’? 


Here is the essense of the proposal: One church, if the 
above quotations represent it, thinks in terms of choosing officers 
who shall “pass final judgments on the problems submitted 
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through democratic processes by legislative bodies.” It rests 
finally upon certain assumptions, chief of which is that the 
Roman Catholic Church is the one true church, the one body 
commissioned by Our Lord to teach all nations, the one organi- 
zation possessing the right to speak with final authority in the 
realm of religion. In history this assumption has been associated 
with a practice, namely the control of the State wherever power 
to control exists. 

I do not believe that American Catholics will give assent 
to this proposal, to whom the assumptions on which it rests must 
be as repugnant as they are to Evangelical Christians. Neither 
American Catholics nor American Protestants believe that the 
doctrine of the separation of Church and State is but a “shib- 
boleth.” [This was the epithet used by Archbishop Spellman of 
New York.—Ed.] 


It is very difficult for one who has cooperated in every effort 
to unite Catholic, Jew and Protestant, who has spoken out against 
those intolerances manifest in Ku Klux Klan and similar organi- 
zations, to be forced to raise a word of warning. The Roman 
Catholic Church, quite properly, has been given freedom in this 
land of freedom. It has been given freedom by the people. In a 
democracy final political authority rests in the people. The church 
is dependent upon the civil liberties of democracy for the free- 
dom to preach and teach. Democracy is dependent upon the 
church for those great over-mastering ideals that will insure that 
men given freedom will not abuse it. But the church places its 
own freedom in jeopardy if it ridicules the separation of Church 
and State; if it continues to insist upon the public support of 
private schools; if it countenances practices tantamount to boy- 
cott in endeavors to deny free speech to those with whom it 
disagrees; if it cooperates with “genuinely Catholic” states in 
suppressing evangelical churches and their institutions as in 
Spain. It is hardly good sportsmanship, much less Christianity, 
to demand freedom for Catholics in lands predominantly Protes- 
tant, while justifying denial of freedom to Protestants in lands 
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“genuinely Catholic.” Coughlinism is not Catholicism, yet 
Coughlinism is but a crude expression of the more refined as- 
sumptions of clerical-Fascism. 


It is not a far cry from the assumptions of finality to those 
authoritarian practices that destroy opposition, and reveal the 
essence of Fascism. Dictatorship is repugnant to free men, 
whether it be that of a state or of a church. It makes little dif- 
ference whether it be a brown shirt, a black shirt, a red shirt, or 
a shirt with the collar on backwards. Let the church remember 
that the political shirt-makers are sewing at once with a double 
thread, “a shroud as well as a shirt.’’ If religionists march the 
road of dictatorship, it will become the march of death. 


Can we not unite as Catholic, Jew and Protestant, sin- — 
cerely affirming faith in democracy, and in the spirit of Christ 
and the prophets, seek to discover the bases of a just and 
durable peace? Is it not possible for the Church, separated from 
the State, to render a spiritual service absolutely impossible 
when assuming the functions of the State? The world awaits a 
revelation of the principles upon which permanent peace may 
be organized. It calls for the unifying force essential to world 
law and order. It desperately needs the motivating force essen- 
tial to brotherhood. Is it not enough for the church to reveal the 
Way, the Truth and the Life of Our Lord, win the allegiance of 
men until they walk in that Way, incarnate that Truth, and live 
that Life, and following the command of the Christ find its life by 
losing it, rather than to attempt to become both State and 
Church? 


COMMENTS ON “SAVE PROTESTANT ENGLAND” 


[These comments by Protestant Digest editors on the article 


| “Save Protestant England” (in the Spring issue), as well as 


similar comments from quarters high in the nation’s confidence, 
are evidence that the approach outlined in that article is far trom 
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foreign to the thinking of a sector of our leadership — a sector 
which may be closer to the popular mass feeling of the country - 
than some of our readers had guessed. All of these comments | 
except the first, were made before there was any indication of | 
the Russo-German break.—The Editor. ] 


Editorial Comment by PIERRE VAN PAASSEN 


You are one of the very, very few who despite shifting and 
conflicting winds have kept their eyes and minds fixed on the 
fundamental issue that confronts mankind: the eradication ol 
Fascism and Nazism. You have accurately analyzed the situa- 
tion and unerringly placed your finger on the vulnerable spot 
of world civilization, now shaken by convulsions and danger- 
ously near disintegration. You have unhesitatingly diagnosed the 
poison which is undermining and contaminating that organism. 


When, in your stirring editorial, “Save Protestant England,” 
in the April-May issue of the Protestant Digest, you projected a 
British-Russian-Chinese-American front, you were courageously 
right. Since then the inexorable march of history has completely 
underwritten your appeal, and the swift developments of the 
war have dramatically underscored your arguments. 


Only yesterday your appeal for an anti-Axis combination, 
urgent and realistic though it was, seemed even to your own 
supporters as a@ pious wish, an academic theory too good to be 
realized. Today it is the primary order of the day. Today it is 
the issue that challenges us. 


And as clearly as never before the lines are forming. From 
everywhere they assemble for the supreme struggle, the daunt- 
less free men who believe without reservation that only a com- 
plete destruction of Hitlerism will save the world. They do not 
ask their fellow fighters for identification cards. They do not 
permit themselves to be confused by the Hitler propaganda 
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whatever its garb, even when it hides beneath clerical robes or 
masquerdades as American patriotism. Contemptuously they 
reject the clamor that fighting against Hitler means fighting for 
Stalin. They know that even if it was by compulsion that Stalin 
entered the conflict, he is now on our side, battling for a new and 
better world. 


We — that is, all who are in this struggle to the finish — 
must have faith in our leadership. This leadership is personified 
by men like Churchill, Roosevelt, Ickes, Wallace and a few more. 
If that leadership fails us, we are irrevocably lost. But it will not 
fail if we remain on guard, if we fight the skirmishes which their 
official positions often prevent them from entering, if we fear- 
lessly and mercilessly attack the Quislings in America who now 
tremble with apprehension that democracy will triumph over 
totalitarianism. 


Our leadership is fully aware that this is not a struggle for 
an economic, social or political status quo. It knows that we must 
say farewell to the dead-wood of a world that is moving forward. 
It no longer doubts that if our full resources are to be mobilized 
we must shed the chains that have impeded our path to progress. 


The wheel of historic evolution has caught many of us, 
unwary, by our coat-tails. There is no stopping this wheel unless 
one courts being crushed. The Pétains, Lavals and Chautemps of 
America, who are trying desperately to organize our defeat so 
that they may stop the further growth of democracy, will not 


succeed. 


Our duty is the relentless unmasking of all foes of democ- 
racy, whether they operate from legislative benches, from cler- 
ical pulpits or from editorial desks. 


Your editorial ‘Save Protestant England,”” my dear Kenneth 
Leslie, with its ramified implications and provocative exhorta- 
tions, contains many truths which should be expounded in a 
book that nobody could write better than you. I hope you will 


PROTESTANT DIGEST June-July 


mo 


find time for it. In any case, your editorial does not need my 
approval. Recent events have given it unassailable confirmation. 
More than that, these events have stamped your views as far- 
seeing and farreaching. 


Editorial Comment by HENRY N. WIEMAN 


I have never seen a statement defining a course of action 
for United States in this war which put the issue so well, in my 
esteem, as the one outlined by you in the article “Save Protestant 
England.” A declaration of war uniting Russia, China and the 
English speaking world against the Axis powers opens the path 
of constructive effort. Every other course of action or inaction, 
as I see it, will tear down what we strive to build. 


If the English speaking world alone, with the economic and 
other traditions now prevailing in our midst, should fight this 
war to a victorious issue, I can see great evils emerging. It might 
hold back that institutional transformation of our civilization 
which is now so long overdue. If, on the other hand, the English 
speaking world should be defeated, the evils would be even 
greater. But the kind of commitment and alliance which you 
suggest would force Russia and China, the British world and 
the United States, to cooperate and mutually transform one an- 
other in ways that might be immensely beneficial. It is these 
four peoples, the Chinese, the Russian, the English and the 
American, which have in their keeping the hope of the future 
for mankind. They need one another, however, not merely for 
mutual support in war, but to correct in one another certain de- 
ficiencies and evils. 


A declaration of war along the lines which you propose 
would do much to clear away the inner blockage, the vacillation 
and confusion, the cross purpose and self-thwarting, which to 
date has been the curse of the democracies. A straight road must 
be marked out down which we can hurl ourselves in united 
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action. This hurling will be to our moral and physical destruction, 
however, unless the road is marked by something stronger than 


‘noble protestations, purposes and ideals. It must be marked by 


commitment to united action with other great peoples who have 
weight and power and purpose of such order as to hold us to a 
line of action that will be constructive for all. The necessity of 
cooperating with Russia and China in a desperate struggle 
against a common foe, the necessity of interchange and mutual 
transformation issuing from this cooperation, and the necessity 
of working with them in shaping the world for peace after the 
war, will save us from evils otherwise unavoidable. Union with 
England alone cannot do this because her blind spots, her special 
interests, limitations and evils are too much like our own. The 
great bridge that must be constructed if life on this shrunken 
planet is to be tolerable must be between Russia, China and the 
English speaking world, not merely between United States and 
England. 


I do not believe in entering the war at all except by the 
way you propose. There are two other ways of doing it, both 
of which would be more disastrous than the policy of waiting 
to be attacked by Hitler. 


One of these two alternative ways is to join with England 
against Germany, but do it half heartedly, which means convoys 
and materials and perhaps naval action but without sending our 
own fighting men against the German army in the form of 
bombers and troops and every other resource when possible. 
I am opposed to that because it would be another case of that 
weak and vacillating course of action which has been the de- 
struction of every foe Germany thus far has faced in this war. 
It would be joining with England as sheep “huddle together... 
for the slaughter,” to use your phrase. 


The second alternative is to join with England against 
Germany with all our fighting power but without seeking union 
with Russia and China in every possible form of cooperation. If 
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we do that we shall drive all Europe including Russia, and 
perhaps most of Asia, into the arms of Germany. Even now, 


England, however unintentionally, is driving France into closer. 


and closer union with Hitler. Geographical, economic, military 
and psychological conditions would force all these countries 
along with France into the German camp. Our reasons for so 
thinking can be briefly stated. 


We shall have to attack Germany at those places where 
her armies are fighting. Her armies are all over Europe. There- 
fore we shall have to bomb and shoot and starve the Danes, the 
Belgians, the Dutch, the Swiss, the Norwegians, the French, the 
Greeks, the peoples in the Balkans. We may not want to do this. 
But when we fight Germany we shall have to fight all the peoples 
associated with her by conquest and exploitation. Germany will 
not only have all power over them, but will be supporting and 
defending them against us. Russia will give Germany passive 
if not active cooperation, since she cannot hope for any coopera- 
tion from us, and China will probably be dragged along after 
Russia because of her economic and military dependence upon 
Stalin when all support from us has been withdrawn in favor of 
mobilizing all our resources in the struggle against our foe. Such 
coercions leading all these countries to join with Germany will 
grow stronger as the war continues; and it will continue for 
many years unless we make it short by surrendering. After years 
of fighting under such conditions, we would have destroyed or 
alienated all those who now cherish the dream of democracy in 
Europe and Asia, and all those who might have won to such a 
way of life. 


Since both these ways of entering the war, in contradistinc- 
tion to the course described by you, would result in such moral 
devastation, I am convinced that we should not enter it at all 
until attacked, unless we do so by way of some understanding 
and cooperation with Russia and China, as you propose. Such an 
understanding and cooperation would keep alive the hope of 
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some better economic and social organization arising out of our 
victory. The peoples of China would be sustained and heartened 
and we could help them in their economic crisis as we could not 
do in time of war if they were not fighting with us. Whatever 
constructive and democratic elements may be in Russia would 
also be strengthened. All who seek a better world could hope 
for a transformation worth fighting for, as they cannot if we fight 
merely to save ourselves and England. The conquered and sup- 
pressed peoples of Europe would have some ground for thinking 
that the possible outcome of the struggle was sufficiently prom- 
ising to justify the hazards of sabotage and hidden, if not open, 
alliance with us: 


After having expressed my endorsement of your proposal 
of how we should enter this war, let me point out three difficulties 
in the way of its accomplishment which may make it impossible. 
In stating these difficulties, 1 am not objecting to the proposal. 
Difficulties are not objections when the projected course of action 
is enormously important and there is no other known alternative 
which is worth undertaking. 


First: Can we, and will we if we can, provide Russia with 
enough cooperation to make it safe for her to break with Ger- 
many? There is the geographical obstacle, also the obstacle of 
American disposition toward Russia, and finally the obstacle of 
our unpreparedness. 


Second: Can we persuade Russia that we are able and 
willing to help her? There is real ground for doubt that we are 
able or would be sufficiently willing if we were. Stalin is shrewd, 
and he has had ample experience, intensive and extensive, of the 
inability or unwillingness of the democracies to cooperate with 
him, no matter what their protestations. 


Third: Will the powerful interests in England and United 
States, who have already dragged us to the edge of the abyss 
by their fear of Communism, allow us to cooperate with Russia? 
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Will they not, by propaganda, by sabotage and by other devices, 
forestall any such attempt? 


These difficulties, I repeat, are not objections. But they are 
very real and must be faced. Despite these difficulties, 1 am, so 
far as I can now see, with you entirely in your proposal to enter 
the war against Germany with the cooperation of Russia and 
China if this can be obtained. 


Editorial Comment by GREGORY VLASTOS 


I am in absolute agreement with your suggestion that a 
successful resistance against Nazi Germany, Fascist Italy, and 
New Order Japan requires the cooperation of Soviet Russia. 


Plenty of people who ought to know better are arguing 
somewhat as follows: Russia is not the New Jerusalem; it is not 
socialism as we should like it—we have grave doubts whether 
it is socialism at all; certainly it is not democracy—therefore, we 
should have nothing to do with Russia, but expect her to drift 
into closer relation to the Axis. The premise of that argument I do 
not wish to discuss. But the conclusion is fantastic. Anybody in 
his senses must know that not only on ideological grounds (See 
Mein Kampf, Vol. II, Chap. XIV), but also on the ground of 
sheer self-preservation. Russia must look with the gravest appre- 
hension upon an Axis victory. 


This is not mere speculation. The undisputed fact is that 
Russia has been doing and at this very moment is doing more 
to aid one of the victims of Axis aggression, China, than all the 
western democracies put together. We have the testimony of 
Edgar Snow, and of the Chinese leaders themselves, on this 
point. Ernest Hemingway, just back from China, tells the same 
story. Why then cannot the American government, if it is so 
anxious to aid China, come to an understanding with Russia, 
and act in concert with her? I suppose that one reason might be 
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Russian hints that shipments of American oil to Japan could 
hardly be construed as aid to China. 


So far as the West is concerned, I have never had any 
liking for the Nazi-Soviet pact, or for the Soviet aggression 
against Finland. Nevertheless, anybody who has read Gedye’s 
articles in the New York Times, last September (reprinted in the 
Protestant Digest, Oct.-Nov. issue), will know that the British 
Tories are just as responsible for that pact as the Kremlin. Had 
Britain and France lifted a finger to cooperate in the Litvinof 
policy of indivisible peace, had they responded to the Russian 
request for concerted action in March 1939, the Nazi-Soviet pact 
would never have been signed, and in all probability the second 
world-war would not have come upon us. 


This is no time for recriminations. The present and imme- 
diate future are the only things that matter now. And if that 
future is to be free from the shadow of German, or Italian, or 
Japanese Fascism, it must involve an honest effort to find ground 
for concerted action between the democracies of the West and 
Soviet Russia against their common enemy. 


Editorial Comment by DONALD G. LOTHROP 


“Save Protestant England” in the spring issue of the 
Protestant Digest is a challenging command for action based 
upon not only political and historical understanding, but also 
upon spiritual insight. You see beyond the immediate interests 
of the present directors of the British effort to the function which 
the inner nature of England must serve in the particular situation 
in which the .world finds itself today. History has a way of 
transcending the motivation of any particular group and in 
England's case, the motive of preserving the Empire, but serves 
the larger interests of the masses of the British people and of 
democracy throughout the world. As you point out, England is 
the Protestant bastion and on this rock the foundation of a new 
internationalism of free men will raise itself. 
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You also combine a much surer comprehension of the place 
of the Soviet Union in the world crisis than that given by any 
doctrinaire Marxist. That role which the Soviets will play is de- 
termined only in part by the nature of its inner being, but just 
as surely conditioned by how the world reacts to them. Linked 
with England, the United States and China, Soviet power will 
move in the direction of democracy. Scorned by us, they will be 
conditioned by Nazism and thus a great force for the new demo- 
cratic world order will be lost to the forces of freedom—Prot- 
estantism in religion, democracy in the political order. 


It takes one with spiritual insight to see that no mere eco- 
nomic or political philosophy contains saving grace. Marx him- 
self said not merely that “Religion is the opium of the people,” 
but he said, as a corollary proposition, that “Religion is the soul 
of a soulless universe.” Thus religion can be ignored only in 
heaven, and until we get there, those who ignore religion’s vital 
role do so at the peril of humanity. Your thought in this par- 
ticular article should awaken and arouse all Americans, regard- 
less of sect or denomination, for you base yourself securely on 
the foundation of democracy, which is bound by bands of steel 
to Protestantism. 


It is my earnest hope that this cry in the wilderness of de- 
featism, materialism, false optimism and its handmaiden pessi- 
mism, may be heard throughout the length and breadth of the 
land. It must be acted upon and this action requires a faith com- 
mon to all our countrymen—faith in the future. 


EMANCIPATION PROCLAMATION — 1941 
Editorial by JAMES LUTHER ADAMS 


The March on Washington succeeded 
even although it didn’t take place. 


Lip service will no longer do. We run a risk these days 


1941 EMANCIPATION PROCLAMATION — 1941 15 


when we say, “I believe in democracy,” that out of the darkness 
may soon come the response, “You'd better prove it!’ That re- 
sponse will be the voice of organized demand. 


We have bristled with righteous indignation at the bigotry 
and racism of the Nazis. We have proclaimed to the world that 
civilized existence demands no less than “four freedoms.” And 
we have proffered material as well as moral support to those in 
the path of tyranny. But now out of the dark backward and 
abysm of our own transgressions comes an importunate ques- 
tion, Why not take us in, too?” 


The pattern of democracy in America had for a decade 
been spreading across the color line. About one-fifth of our 
Negro population—which itself constitutes one-tenth of our total 
number—had by the late thirties become skilled in trades or 
qualified for white-collar jobs. 


Negro carpenters had increased to 33,000, iron and steel 
workers to 25,000, mechanics to 27,000. Large numbers of Negro 
brickmasons, machinists, electricians, engineers appeared on 
the scene, not to speak of the many more unskilled workmen 
susceptible of training. The WPA and other government agencies 
had given Negroes opportunities for education and work that 
they had never had before. Skilled technicians had been trained 
in large numbers, and, although employment in private indus- 
try could not be guaranteed or promised these men, their suc- 
cessful training had given the lie to the myth of Nordic 
Superiority. 

And then came the War. We needed technicians and dratts- 
men and welders and electricians. What a stroke of luck! 
Thousands of newly-trained men were ready at hand, men 
anxious to play their part in the national defense for the sake 


of “the four freedoms.” 


Of course, no one expected that the Navy or the Coast 
Guard or the Marine Corps would be sufficiently inspired by 
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democratic ideals to alter their age-old policy “based on wide 
experience’ (not their experience, of course, for they have al- 
ways been lily white in their own ranks). No one expected that 
the Army would be so infused with the love of the four freedoms 
that it would allow all citizens the freedom to defend them. 


But some people did expect that if democracy was being 
threatened the planet over and needed the healthy arm of 
American democracy, these citizens of the United States would 
be allowed to help at least by working in the defense industries. 


We soon learned that such expectations were naive. Presi- 
dent Roosevelt had to confess publicly on June 15, 1941, that 
“complaints have repeatedly been brought to my attention that 
available and much-needed workers are being barred from de- 
fense production solely because of race, religion, or national 
origin. 


What an embarrassing admission, not only that workers 
were being turned away at a time when there was a national 
emergency demanding “full steam,” but also that the racist 
principles of National Socialism were obstructing the drive 
against National Socialism. Certainly, the President was fully 
justified at that time in saying that “this situation is a matter 
of grave national importance, and immediate steps must be 
taken to deal with it.” 


And a “grave” step indeed was taken. The President re- 
sorted to almost emergency measures. He noted “with satisfac- 
tion that the Office of Production Mandgement has recognized 
the seriousness of this situation and that on April 11, 1941, it 
addressed a letter on the subject to all holders of defense con- 
tracts.’ And he said to that office: “As Chief Executive of the 
Nation, I place the full support of my office behind your statement 
to the effect that all holders of defense contracts are urged to 
examine their employment and training policies at once to de- 
termine whether or not these policies make ample provision for 
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the full utilization of available and competent Negro. workers.” 


But exhortation is only exhortation, and even if a few 
holders of contracts did give heed to it, they were free to heed 
other exhortations when “experience” made it seem expedient, 


But the President was not content with exhorting. With the 
honesty and courage that his great office demands, he put his 
finger on the sore spot of our present national effort. He said, 
“No nation combating the increasing threat of totalitarianism 
can afford arbitrarily to exclude large segments of its popula- 
tion from its defense industries. Even more important is it for us 
to strengthen our unity and morale by refuting at home the very 
theories which we are fighting abroad.’ When President Roose- 
velt made that statement he knew very well that not only 
employers but also “white’’ employees would object. He knew 
that although there are a few companies like Carnegie-lIllinois 
Steel, Union Switch and Signal Company, and the Ford Motor 
Company, that employ even skilled Negroes, most of the em- 
ployers in the defense industries—north or south—do not hire 
Negroes, skilled or unskilled. He knew also that, although the 
Teamsters’ Union, the Cigarmakers, the Bricklayers, the Hod 
Carriers and the American Federation of Teachers, admit 
Negroes to full membership, the great majority of the unions like 
the Machinists, the Railway Brotherhoods, the Boilermakers, the 
Iron Shipbuilders and Helpers, the Electrical Workers, the Mo- 
tion Picture Operators, the Granite Workers, the Structural Iron 
Workers, and the Metal Trades in general, exclude Negroes 
from membership. He was acquainted with the vicious circle of 
refusing work on the ground that they are not properly trained, 
and refusing training to these same Negroes on the ground that 
they would be unable to find work. He knew that from August 
1940 to January 1941, out of 15,455 placements for vocational 
training, only 50 were non-whites. He knew that the newspapers 
are advertising ‘Help Wanted (white only)’’ for the defense in- 
dustries. In other words, the President knew that the religion of 
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race is not merely government policy in the Army and Navy, in 
the Marine Corps and the Coast Guard; he knew that it would 
have to be fought first among the people themselves, among 
employers and employees alike. 


But it is of the nature of democracy that it is not increased 
by the mere laying on of hands, even if they be the hands of a 
true democrat. Virtues in the democratic social order have to be 
sanctioned by legal institutions which have compulsive force. 
That is where the Constitution and the Bill of Rights come in, 
and the Supreme Court, too. Recall the three recent United States 
Supreme. Court decisions disapproving various types of race 
discrimination against the Negroes. 


Something happened soon after the President's exhortations 
were uttered. Somebody thought of something more effective 
than exhortation. The rumor spread that Negroes were going 
to make an Unemployment March on Washington on July Ist. 
Under ordinary ‘circumstances such a March might have been 
side-tracked. But this time the situation was different. The Presi- 
dent had rightly said that it is important “for us to strengthen 
our unity and morale by refuting at home the very theories 
which we are fighting abroad.” If the March on Washington 
were actually carried out, what would the South American 
countries think—especially those countries in which there is no 
race discrimination even in the military? What would the racists 
of Wilhelmstrasse say? Would they not say that our country is 
plutocratic rather than democratic, disunited rather than “E 
pluribus unum?” And could they not make the colored people 
of South America laugh with them at our President and State 
Department? 


The President had been given the cue he wanted, the cue 
wanted by all those who believe in defending democracy at 
home as well as abroad. He could now go beyond exhortation. 
He could issue an Executive Order which gave a new legal 
status to one of the four freedoms—the freedom from want. And 
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that is what he did. One June 6th he issued the Order: (1) in- 
structing federal agencies administering the program of voca- 
tional training to avoid all race discrimination in the handling 
of applications, (2) obliging the Office of Production Manage- 
ment to insert in defense contracts specific clauses demanding 
non-discrimination in employment, and (3) setting up a com- 
mittee of five on fair labor practices to see that the Executive 
Order is adhered to. It was the first time in American history 
that such an order had been issued. Result—the March on Wash- 
ington was called off. Or rather, it was changed into a celebra- 
tion of Unity Day. 


If the President's Executive Order is to be observed, it 
will require the support of public opinion. This means that 
Senate Resolution 75 demanding an investigation of the employ- 
ment of Negroes will have to be passed throughout the bottle- 
neck of the “poll tax Senators’ from Dixie. Moreover, the OPM 
will have to exercise severity and tact in their dealings with 
employers. Local public opinion may even have to make black 
lists—or should we say “white” lists?—of recalcitrant industrial- 
ists. And the OPM (with local citizens’ committees) will also 
have to put pressure on the labor unions. In short, the OPM 
will have to “pass a miracle’ in the teeth of both capital and 
labor if they succeed in getting Negroes employed, for example, 
at Seattle’s great Boeing plants, or at Cleveland's General Mo- 
tors plants, or by contractors building cantonment camps, or in 
the Southern California aircraft industries, not to speak of the 
defense industries in ‘abolitionist’’ New England. 


But eventually, if democracy and not racism is to win, the 
American Army and Navy will have to become a part of de- 
mocracy, too. They will have to follow the example of the British. 
The British Army and Navy long ago gave up the principle of 
segregation. (Of course, this holds for Canada, too.) Appar- 
ently, the British have not found that it breaks down morale to 
practice democracy in the ranks of the defenders of democracy. 
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Indeed, why couldn't we venture to follow the British example 


in our own new Air Corps where the precedents are yet to be © 
established? 


It will be a long up-hill pull. Even now when the sacred 
word democracy is on every second man’s lips, the colored 
soldiers are not welcome to partake of communion with the — 
“Christians” who are segregated for the Lord’s Supper. This — 
principle of segregation may be “good” military policy, it may — 
even be the practiced policy of many of the churches, but some 
of us expect that one of these days it will, like job discrimination, 
become ‘poor foreign policy. When that day arrives, and perhaps 
it is not far away, some more virtues will happily be forced 
upon us. In the meantime, we shall have to suffer at the hands 
of those who trust only in the Maginot Line of “military experi- 
ence’’ while the mechanized units and the fifth columnists of 
racism continue to sap our strength and our morale from within. 
Yet, there is always the possibility that the voice out of the dark- 
ness will again (and with persuasive power) say to those who 
love democracy, ‘You'd better prove it!” 


U.S.S.R. AND AMERICAN DEFENSE 
Editorial by KENNETH LESLIE 


The Red Army until last month had held the bulk of Hitler's 
legions mobilized in the East. 


The Red Army now mingles its blood with the blood of 
those legions on the greatest battlefield of all time. 


The epochal significance of this battle has strangely escaped 
the notice of our press and radio. Some of our official leaders 
know but dare not tell. 


The balance of power in this country is delicate. Fascist 
disease is rampant here, in some quarters not at all recognized 
for what it is, in other quarters well recognized for what it is. 
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This explains why the momentous nature of the battle 
escapes us and it also explains why the Red Army fights not only 
the Reich Army but the American military experts and the 
American press and radio as well, with some notable exceptions 
such as Johannes Steel and Raymond Gram Swing, who is now 
in London where the air has been cleared by high explosive 
bombs. 


Sickness may hide for a time but it will eventually show. 
It has been hiding here long enough. Must we too wait for high 
explosive bombs? 


The moral atmosphere of our hemisphere is stuffy, like a 
small windowless room. A few brave men at the top of our gov- 
ernment are battling against the dollar-a-second men, battling 
against a powerful section of its own State Department and even 
sections of its own interior defense system, battling in behalf of 
the deep will of the masses of the people who find themselves 
without the means to inform themselves or to express themselves. 


A monstrous situation we are in when two ex-ambassadors 
sell Pétainism in the back-shop while raging in the front shop 
against Hitler who learned all he knows from Pétain’s teachers; 
when M. Charles Boyer is permitted to burp vichy over a national 
hook-up; when the Christian Front is permitted to proliferate in 
high places; when bishops and priests are permitted to hint at 
treason unrebuked and unrepudiated by their hierarchy; when 
great masses of “fundamentalist” Protestants are being turned 
into Fascist munition dumps of racism and reaction; when, most 
ominous of all, “liberal’’ Protestants protect Fascist license in 
its attack on democracy while resolutely refusing to use their 
own freedom to defend democracy because, as Mr. Morton says 
elsewhere in this issue, it is “a bother.” 


This last, this “liberal” spinelessness is the final sickness. 
If it cannot be cured there is no hope. And here is where the 
Red Army comes in. 
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For it is the Red Army now very obviously which protects 
our liberal world and gives us a last chance. This protection with 
its implications has yet to be grasped by our liberal world which 
stands defenseless but for this protection. 


Michael Williams once told a part of the truth, as Bishop 
Hurley now tells a part of the truth, and as our press and radio 
tell a part of the truth, namely, that the Black Beast which 
threatens our civilization is not Communism but Fascism. As I 
say, this is only part of the truth. The other part of the truth they 
either ignore or distort is that this Communism, which they say 
is as detestable and as abhorrent as Fascism, stands now as 
their defense against Fascism. 


This fact has not been digested, has not even been noticed, 
by our “liberal’’ world whose press-radio betrays itself in the 
Nazi-comforting ‘‘neutral’’ manner in which it presents the news. 


It is not enough to say “‘time will tell,” or “let the Reds and 
Blacks fight it out,” or “let us enjoy the spectacle,” or “a plague 
on both their houses.” 


It is not enough to say “hate the Reds but help them in our 
own interest,” or “yes, I suppose we must send them goods but 
don't forget to put an insult in each parcel.” 


It is not even enough to say “we must admit that racism 
stops at the Soviet border,” or ‘““wé must admit that the morale 
in Russia is better than we thought.” 


This kind of talk is piddling. It is irresponsible. It is not self- 
respecting. 


Mark this: Suppose Britain falls and the Red Army is pushed 
back, and suppose our cynical attitude gets through to them. 
Suppose it dawns on them that we have learned nothing from 
these past ten years, will they not, if it should serve them, once 
more make a separate and temporary “peace” with Hitler? 
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Suppose a worse thing. Suppose the Russian people are 
completely beaten, their leaders killed. Leaderless, or betrayed 
by new false leaders, it is quite possible that this time they 
would make not a non-aggression pact but a co-aggression pact 
with Hitler, thus bringing down upon us the ripe fruit of our past. 


The battle is not won. The battle is to fight. It is salutary 
that some facts are breaking through to the people in spite of 
the querulous commentators. It is true that Stalin has disap- 
pointed his pall-bearers, remaining above ground and appar- 
ently in good standing with his people. The loudest of these 
mourners announced that Stalin, “on his belly” before the Nazis, 
had bought his skin from Hitler at the price of his country. 


It is likewise true that the Soviet army has disappointed 
the prophets of its quick doom. (One of these, General Hugh 
Johnson, has a word for the Red Army. He calls it “mush.” 
During the Russian invasion of Finland. this General Johnson 
was not at all disconcerted when the “mush” fought its way 
through what he himself described as the most difficult terrain 
in the world and broke the Mannerheim Line. Nor did it em- 
barrass him in the least to ventriloquize out of one side of his 
mouth that the Soviet could not take more than a small part of 
its troops from the line facing the Nazi enemy, while at the same 
time he bawled the barber-shop aria of American columnist and 
commentator “The Stalin-Hitler Love Song."’) 

But meanwhile our military experts in cemrcion rush to 
Hitler’s moral assistance by foretelling the Red Army’s early 
destruction. 


Meanwhile Mr. Bullitt, who speaks French, goes to Montreal 
and insults the’U. S. S. R., the ally of Britain. 


Meanwhile the Roman Catholic hierarchy, foolishly follow- 
ing its present Jesuit line, a line which the vast majority of Roman 
Catholics in this country emphatically do not follow, presses 
hard its anti-Soviet drive against Roosevelt's efforts to save 


American democracy. 
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Meanwhile the Quaker leaders foolishly mistaking their 
ancient ‘peace’ of God for this glittering deceit, ‘peace’ with 
the man Hitler, have come out for “negotiation.” 


Meanwhile..... 


Why mention these things that happen when Russian boys 
and girls bear at last the full fury of the Devil’s hammer? 


Why? Because it is almost as easy to make lies about a~ 
people fighting our enemy (as we begin to do) as to make lies — 
about a people holding our enemy at bay (as we have done 
these past two years). 


The Russian people admire the American people. Read © 
Paul Tillich’s “I Am an American” in this issue. The Russian — 
people think of America somewhat as Paul Tillich does. They ~ 
like to think that America and Russia are lands of the future. © 
They have endured much in the spirit of social pioneers whose ~ 
eyes look forward with a great hope. 


I pray we may now prove that we are not so old with the 
wisdom of our misdoing that we cannot bear the sight of this 
hope. 


He is human, this Russian. The glacial mass of robot mur- 
der moves inexorably upon him. 


He will not forget it if we put out our hand to him in this hour 
of his need. He will not forget it... when our turn comes. 


I AM AN AMERICAN 
Editorial by PAUL TILLICH 


I am a German refugee who left Europe a few months after 
Hitler came to power, and I speak to you as a philosopher who 
has tried to understand his personal destiny in terms of world 
history. Therefore I want to say what it means to me to be an 


1941. I AM AN AMERICAN 25 


American in words which express personal as well as universal 
fate. 


Iam an American. This means to me, firstly: I am no longer 
provincial. European culture even in its greatest creations cannot 
escape some traits of provincialism. It is French or Russian or 
Italian or English. It lacks the universalism of American civiliza- 
tion. European culture, since the Middle Ages, has never been 
able to transcend national boundaries. American civilization 
started just with the breaking through those limits. Never shall 
I forget the experience when I first realized how provincial the 
philosophical education was which I had received in Central 
Europe in contrast to the universal perspective natural to every- 
body in this country. It was in that moment that I discovered 
what America meant to me and could mean for all those who 
came from their respective European provinces and what it 
should mean for mankind as a whole. And it is my hope that 
no development of American provincialism and nationalism will 
destroy this meaning in any possible future. 


I am an American. This means to me, secondly: I belong 
to the future. Oversimplifying the development of human culture 
we may say of the three great realms of civilization on earth: 
basic for oriental thinking is the concept of the past, basic for 
European thinking is the concept of the present, and basic for 
American thinking is the concept of the future. Asia looks back 
to its ancestors as in China or, as in India, towards the eternal 
origin of all things. And the driving force in these old cultures is 
not progress but return to those origins. 


Europe lives in the present, in the intensive feeling and 
understanding of what is given in nature and history, enjoying 
it in moments of blissful fulfillment and suffering by it in tragic 
catastrophes. Europe always was, and so it is today more mani- 
festly than ever, the realm of the present and therefore the realm 
of creative enthusiasm and destructive despair. For America in 
contrast to Asia and Europe it is the concept of the future which 
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is basic. America looks forward. America is certain of future 
progress and ultimate perfection in spite of all disappointments 
and catastrophes. If it must despair of tomorrow it hopes for the 
day after tomorrow. The concept of time has a fuller meaning 
for America than for any other civilization: America believes 
that time is future rather than past or present. Being in this 
country means to me to be a part of the dynamic striving towards 
an ultimate goal of human history. 


I am an American. This means to me, thirdly: I am allowed 
and asked to participate in historical creativity. | am given the 
creative freedom without which man is not really man. Not the 
destruction of political liberties is the greatest disaster under 
the rule of the dictators, but the destruction of the freedom to 
create, to participate actively in the shaping of history, in the 
framing of the future. The future towards which America is striv- 
ing is a future created by the people, by everybody, by myself. 


Being an American means to belong to the world and not 
only to a section of it. Being an American means to belong to 
the future beyond past and present. Being an American means 
to have received creative freedom and to maintain it. 


For this reason I am an American. 


For this reason I want to be an American: 
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VICHYFUL THINKING 


By ANDRE GERY 


eas ago, we, soldiers of 
the defeated French Army, 
haggard and hungry after 
weeks of anremitting flight, 
heard for the first time the 
voice of Pétain in a small vil- 
lage inn that boasted an old- 
fashioned ra- 
dio. In every 
city and village 
of France, sol- 
diers and civil- 
ians were lis- 
tening that 
night to the 
same cracked 
voice. The 
Marshal spoke 
of defeat and of honor, an- 
nounced the impending armis- 
tice, denounced the French Re- 
public, attacked the British, 
and paid tribute to the gen- 
erosity of the victor. 

When he had finished, the 
orchestra played The Mar- 
seillaise. Grim and tense, we 
stood at attention, and the 
words of the revolutionary an- 
them of 1792 — “The bloody 
banner of Tyranny is raised 


from being 


The collaboration between 
Vichy and the Nazis is far 
the result of 
compulsion. It proceeds from 
a free and deliberate choice 
on the part of present day 
rulers of France—a choice 
made long before the begin- 
ning of the war. 


—when will we understand that Pétain 


means what he says? 


against us’—were taking on a 
new meaning. 

A year passed since that 
speech, a year during which 
the old Marshal—now Chief of 
State—had taken a liking for 
the radio. Each time he broad- 
cast, he dis- 
cussed the 
same themes: 
defeat and 
honor, the ar- 
mistice and the 
Republic, the 
British and Hit- 
ler. As time 
went by, he 
was increas- 
ingly attacking Britain all the 
while emphasizing the neces- 
sity of collaboration with Ger- 
many. The French people lis- 
tened to the Chief of State and 
hoped that he did not really 
mean what he was saying. 
London and Washington in- 
dulged in the same kind of 
vichyful thinking. 

A curious situation devel- 
oped. On October 24, Pétain 
and Hitler had met at Mon- 
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toire, and a few days later, the 
Marshal, in a broadcast, de- 
clared his decision to step in 
“the path of collaboration 
within the constructive frame 
of the new European order. 
“This collaboration must be 
sincere,’ he emphasized, and 
as if he wished to avoid any 
misunderstanding, he added, 
“This policy is mine.” 

“He is not free to act as he 
would like to,” foreign observ- 
ers commented, and they point- 
ed to Pierre Laval as the vil- 
lain. 


In December, the Marshal an- 
nounced the dismissal of Laval, 
which, he stressed, “reflects in 
no way on our relations with 
Germany.” The foreign observ- 
ers shrugged their shoulders. 
“Well, he could not help say- 
ing that,” they knowingly re- 
solved, and President Roose- 
velt appointed Admiral Leahy 
Ambassador to Vichy. 


“The policy of collaboration 
constitutes the very foundation 
of our future,’ wrote “Le 
Temps”, the: organ of both 
Vichy and the French heavy 
industry, on December 20. Four 
days later, Admiral Leahy was 
leaving this country aboard 
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the cruiser Tuscaloosa. He had 
spent three weeks at his new 
post, and Marshal Pétain, on 
February 2, asked the “villain” 
Pierre Laval to re-enter the 
government, ‘in keeping with 
the policy of Montoire.” ‘He 
was forced by the Nazis to do 
so,” London and Washington 
persisted, and proceeded to ar- 
range for the shipping of food- 
stuffs to France. 

On February 25, an official 
Vichy communiqué stated: 

“The future of the country is de- 
pendent upon the economic re- 
organization that will follow the war. 
The government, determined to pur- 
sue the policy as inaugurated by 
the Marshal at Montoire, will cen- 
tralize all the negotiations between 
France and Germany, in order to 


translate its will of collaboration into 
acts.” 

_A trick of Darlany) vex= 
plained the foreign commenta- 
tors who already had picked 
the French Admiral as Laval's 
successor to the réle of the “'vil- 
lain’./ “Admiral Darlan enjoys 
my entire confidence,’’ broad- 
casted Pétain. “The poor old 
man,’’ sighed the foreign ob- 
servers. 

It was not until May, after 
the Marshal had once more 
declared he favored collabora- 
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tion with Hitler, that Britain 
and the United States seemed 
at last to suspect that Pétain 
perhaps really means all he 
says after all. President Roose- 
velt appealed to the French 
people over the head of their 
Chief of State. Anthony Eden 
and Secretary Hull addressed 
sharp warnings to Vichy, and 
the editorialists here for the 
first time began in a mild way 
to criticize Pétain. 

The men of Vichy were sur- 
prised, and no wonder. They 
actually were being accused of 
duplicity, while as a matter of 
fact, they had meant every 


word they had uttered in pub- - 


lic ever since the armistice. 
They were charged with a sud- 
den shift of policy while in all 
truth they had been pursuing 
the same policy for a year. 

They did not understand that 
their accusers vented on them 
a disappointment which is the 
necessary sequel to appease- 
ment tactics. Indeed, Pétain is 
only the latest addition to the 
long list of unsuccessfully ap- 
peased dictators, a list headed 
by Franco, Mussolini, and Hit- 
ler himself. 

In a disillusioned editorial, 
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the New York Times recently 
hinted that Pétain, Darlan, and 
Weygand were good soldiers, 
but bad politicians. Since 
“good and, sbadi sare obyvi- 
ously not meant here as moral 
qualifications, it may be said, 
in the light of the second world 
war, that these men proved to 
be definitely bad soldiers, but 
quite skillful politicians. How- 
ever, in order to admit it, many 
an American commentator 
would have to revise his very 
conception of the causes which 
led to France's defeat. 


There are two current ex- 
planations of the events which 
culminated in the Compiégne 
armistice. Many people at- 
tribute the rout of the French 
army to the labor unrest of the 
preceding years, the rule of the 
Popular Front, the 1936  sit- 
down strikes, and the forty- 
hour week. Others argue that 
the defeat was looked for and 
prepared by the industrialists 
and the Fascist elements in 
politics, administration, army, 
and the Catholic church. 


To the former, France was 
beaten because the class ego- 
ism of the workers prevented 
her from being prepared for the 
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fight—to them, Pétain is a sol- 
dier-patriot who is doing his 
best to renovate his country de- 
spite the Nazi noose around his 
neck. To the latter, France was 
defeated because the class 
egoism of the bourgeoisie de- 
livered her into the hands of 
Hitler—these consider the Mar- 
shal as a willing figurehead for 
the forces which always wanted 
an understanding with the 
Nazis, and finally got it at the 
cost of a lost war. 


There is, however, a way 
toward the solution of this con- 
troversy. The men who now 
rule France under Pétain and 
who have been appointed by 
him for the task, have all been 
active in French public life for 
many years, and their past ac- 
tivities obviously account for 
the fact of their being at the 
helm today. Who are these 
men, and what have they done 
before the Chief of State called 
upon them to share with him 
the heavy duties of ruling post- 
war France? 


Back in 1935, the then Prime 
Minister Pierre Laval appointed 
aso-called “brain trust’’ to cope 
with the financial difficulties 
with which his government was 
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confronted. The most influential 
member of this small group of 
men was Yves Bouthillier. Five 
years later, when Laval was 
forming, at Bordeaux, his first 
cabinet under Marshal Pétain 
he confided to his old protégé 
the portfolio of Finance. In De- 
cember, Pétain ousted Laval, 
but retained Bouthillier. In Feb- 
ruary, the latter became Min- 
ister of Finance and of National 
Economy, and thus was given 
the supreme command of the 
economic policy of France and 
of her empire. In addition, he 
was entrusted with the super- 
vision of all dealings with the 
German authorities. Thus while 
the world was watching the 
“conflict’’ between Laval and 
the Marshal, the former's aide 
was quietly carrying out the 
latter's policy of collaboration. 
(Or should one say that the 
latter's aide was carrying the 
former's policy?) 


The case of Yves Bouthillier 
is not exceptional. Georges 
Dayras, who was Laval’'s sec- 
retary in 1935, has been ap- 
pointed by Pétain Secretary 
General of Justice to act under 
the Minister of Justice, Joseph 
Barthélémy, also a well-known 
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figure. A charter member of 
the Comité France-Allemagne, 
an organization created before 
the war by the chief fifth col- 
umnist, Otto Abetz, to further 
understanding between French 
and Nazi intellectuals, Joseph 
Barthélémy was the first man 
to publish in Le Temps, back 
in 1938, long before Munich, an 
article claiming that France 
was not bound to help Czecho- 
slovakia, should the latter be 
attacked. The editor-in-chief of 
Le Temps, Emile Mireaux, be- 
came Minister of Education in 
the first cabinet of Marshal 
Pétain. (Another member of the 
Comité France-Allemagne is 
Henry-Haye, Ambassador of 
Vichy in Washington.) 

Speaking of Munich, it may 
be mentioned that Pierre- 
Etienne Flandin, who held the 
portfolio of Foreign Affairs after 
Laval and before Darlan—the 
two admitted “villains” —had 
chosen the day when Czecho- 
slovakia was betrayed to cable 
his personal congratulations to 
the Fuehrer. 


To those who consider Pétain 
a true French patriot, Jacques 


Doriot is even more of a “Vvil- 
lain” than Pierre Laval himself. 


The founder of the Fascist and 
anti-Semitic French Popular 
Party was, before the war, 
often accused of being subsi- 
dized by the Nazis, still he 
never sued his accusers for 
libel. Today he edits a Nazi- 
inspired daily paper in Paris 
in which he frequently attacks 
Vichy. But it happens that his 
chief lieutenant, Paul Marion, 
has been appointed by Pétain 
Secretary General of Informa- 
tion. As for Jacques Doriot him- 
self, he is a member of the Na- 
tional Council, selected by the 
Marshal to advise him on all 
important matters. 


The National Council includes 
practically every French poli- 
tician of note who in recent 
years advocated “undérstand- 
ing” with Hitler, approved of 
the Munich surrender and 
dreamed of a France after the 
Nazi pattern. Georges Bonnet, 
who, in his former capacity of 
Minister of Foreign Affairs, did 
his best to appease Hitler and 
Mussolini, is a member of the 
Council. The two men whom 
Bonnet had employed as his 
personal envoys to these dic- 
tators were not forgotten by 
Pétain either: Paul Baudouin 
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became his first Minister of 
Foreign Affairs; Fernand de 
Brinon, a close friend of Laval, 
still is the Ambassador of Vichy 
with the occupation forces in 
Paris. As for René Belin, the 
former union leader who, dur- 
ing the Munich days, together 
with Georges Bonnet plotted to 
prevent the mobilization of the 
French army, he is the Minister 
of Labor of Marshal Pétain. 

It would be tedious, though 
easy, to quote more names of 
men who advocated collabora- 
tion with the Nazis before the 
war had broken out, and who 
have been given all the key 
positions after the war was lost. 

How does Marshal Pétain 
himself fit into this picture? Is 
he merely a victim or accom- 
plice of “the original scheme 
of the Darlan-Laval group to 
deliver France politically, eco- 
nomically, socially and mili- 
tarily to ‘Hitler,’ as Secretary 
Hull puts it? Is there any such 
thing as a ‘‘Darlan-Laval 
group,’ opposed to the Mar- 
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shal? Are there two Vichy poli- 
cies, and if so, where is the 
second? “The ministers are re- 
sponsible to me alone,” Pétain 
said after he had met Hitler. 
“T alone will be judged by his- 
tory.’ Why not believe him for 
once? 

The collaboration between 
Vichy and the Nazis is far from 
being the result of compulsion. 
It proceeds from a free and de- 
liberate choice on the part of 
present day rulers of France— 
a choice made long before the 
beginning of the war. If Pétain 
advances on “the path of col- 
laboration” so slowly and cau- 
tiously, it is only because the 
French people refuse to follow 
him. Had London and Wash- 
ington become aware of this 
fact sooner, they would have 
spared themselves the trouble 
of pretending for a whole year 
that Marshal Pétain was speak- 
ing and acting with tongue in 
cheek, — only to find out, on 
closer examination, that the 
cheek contained no tongue. 
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WHY WAR AIMS? 


By PAUL TILLICH 


When, in September 1939 
I drove through this country 
from the Pacific to the Atlantic, 
without any occasion to dis- 
cuss the outbreak of the war 
with my political and _ philo- 
sophical friends—one question 
kept hold of my mind without 
interruption: What is the mean- 
_ing of this war? What is its 
meaning from a religious, phil- 
osophical and political point of 
view? 

After having left Germany 
as a political refugee in 1933, 
after having struggled against 
Nazism in America as well 
as in the Western sections of 
Europe for six years, after hav- 
ing explained the meaning of 
Hitlerism in many speeches 
and articles, I was not able to 
find an unambiguous answer 
to the question of this war. 
The oversimplification made 
by many emigres and liberal 
Americans (surprisingly not by 
many Englishmen) that this 
war is the continuation and 
finally the victorious conclu- 
sion of the fight against Hit- 


—The real meaning of this war 


ler did not convince me at alll. 
And I was glad to find that the 
profoundest political analysts 
among my friends and serious 
political writers (in differentia- 
tion from head-liners and diplo- 
matic speakers) had developed 
the same attitude. 

The war against Hitler in- 
volves infinitely more than a 
continuation of the prewar- 
fight against Hitler. It is the 
purpose of this and of the two 
following articles to discuss 
these implications in terms of 
a discussion of war aims. For, 
the meaning of human actions 
is identical with their purpose. 

Nobody can overlook that the 
last few months have aroused 
an increasingly strong demand 
for an authoritative statement 
of war aims by the allied pow- 
ers including America. The 
people in this country wanted 
to know for what purposes 
they were asked to take upon 
themselves more and more 
burdens, eventually the war 
itself. 

The negative answer, or self- 
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defense, was and is not suf- 
ficient. Positive answers are 
tried again and again; but 
they are either not authorita- 
tive or, if given by the politi- 
cal leaders, vague, reaction- 
ary and without any construc- 
tive power. This is not only 
due to the reactionary attitude 
of those authorities—there are 
some very progressive ones in 
Britain as well as in this coun- 
try—but it is also due to the 
danger of creating perilous 
splits in the anti-Hitler front by 
a frank and revolutionary state- 
ment of war aims. 


It is, indeed, dangerous to 
tell the small European coun- 
tries that their prewar - sov- 
ereignty never can and never 
should be re-established. It is 
dangerous to tell the ruling 
classes in England that their 
privileges will and must dis- 
appear after the war whatever 
the outcome of the war may 
be. It is dangerous to tell 
American business men that 
the period of monopoly-capi- 
talism has come to an end. It 
is dangerous to tell the demo- 
cratic masses, that democracy 
must be fundamentally trans- 
formed and that the totalitarian 
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states are in technical and or- : 


ganizational respects the most || 


advanced states. All this is — 


dangerous from the point of || 


view of the immediate war ef- _ 
fort. But to hide it or to make © 
statements in which nothing or 
something utterly inadequate 
is stated (as for instance in 
Mr. Eden's speech on war 
aims) is certainly much more 
dangerous in the long run. 


But however this may be 
from a diplomatic point of 
view, from the point of view of 
a religious interpretation of this 
war no doubt can be left that 
the real meaning of this war 
must be expressed in a pro- 
phetic and consequently with- 
out tactical restrictions. 


If it is true what I whole- 
heartedly believe to be true, 
that the ‘end of the Protestant 
era’ is at hand (in a sense I 
have expressed in earlier writ- 
ings) and if this war is one 
and probably the most impor- 
tant symptom of the revolu- 
tionary transformation of the 
Protestant era, then the inter- 
pretation of the war in terms 
of a discussion of war-aims is 
an absolute demand. 


Taken in this sense the state- 
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ment of war aims does not 
mean either a blueprint for a 
future peace-conference or an 
instrument of war propaganda. 
It may be, and it probably will 
be, used for both of these 
purposes; but this is not its 
first meaning. A blueprint for 
peace-conference (if such a 
thing will happen at all) is 
impossible because its con- 
tents depend above all on the 
constellation of power in the 
moment the peace conference 
starts. It further depends on 
the psychological situation of 
the people involved. This can- 
not be foreseen. It cannot be 
foreseen how much dictating 
will be possible and how much 
compromising will be unavoid- 
able in the crucial moment. 
Therefore, all statements of war 
aims of an open or disguised 
blueprint character have an 
empty and disgusting taste. 


The statement of war aims 
as a weapon of war propa- 
ganda cannot be foregone by 
either of the fighting coalitions. 
But, being propaganda, it is 
useless or even dangerous for 
the creation of a new system 
of life. “To win the war” or "to 
crush Hitler’ or “to save de- 
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mocracy” or “to defend the 
American way of life’’ are as 
unrevealing for the under- 
standing of this war as the 
opposite slogans: “The new 
European order,” “the Eastern 
coprosperity sphere,” “the at- 
tack of the have not’s against 
the have’s.”” On this level no 
serious discussion of war aims 
ISH POSSI lew aliNicmuO MOM tie 
propaganda centers in the dif- 
ferent capitals to judge about 
the effectiveness of those labels. 
The indifference of the masses 
in the axis nations towards the 
war and the split in the atti- 
tude of the democracies seem 
to indicate that they are not 
very successful. They cannot 
be so because they do express 
neither the political nor the 
moral, nor the metaphysical 
meaning of the war. The peo- 
ple all over the world are too 


profoundly shaken and too 
subconsciously skeptical for 
such easy, superticial and 


disgustingly advertised asser- 
tions. It is not even good 
strategy to feed the horrified 
masses with cheap slogans 
about the meaning of this war. 
They feel that they are be- 
trayed. 
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The real significance of the 
statement of war aims is to 
create a vision beyond the 
present status of our world for 
which it is meaningful to fight, 
to suffer and eventually to die. 
Such vision has not been given 
by anybody who spoke au- 
thoritatively about the war 
aims. If it exists in the mind of 
some unknown people it has 
not yet come to the light and, 
above all, it has not yet grasped 
the minds and hearts of the 
people. Without such a vision 
a successful struggle for vic- 
tory is impossible. 


The early Christian church 
waged a war against the 
pagan world, guided by the 
vision of the Kingdom of God. 
The early liberal bourgoisie 
fought victoriously against the 
feudal world order because it 
was led by its vision of human 
freedom and equality. Com- 
munism was able to overcome 
a large section of the bourgeois 
world because of its vision of 
a classless society; Fascism 
has grasped large sections of 
souls and nations by its morally 
reactionary, technically pro- 
gressive vision of a new struc- 
ture of life. The struggling de- 
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mocracies have not been able 
to develop such a vision. 


The lack of a statement of 
war aims expresses the lack of 
a vision transcending the pres- 
ent 
could be answered that there 
are justified wars of defense 
and that a successful defense 
of the democratic way of life 
against the attacks of tyranny, 
inhumanity and paganism 
would fully justify this war. But 
the events since the first world 
war witness just for the oppo- 
site: Democracy proved to be 
the fertile soil out of which the 
aggressing forces have grown. 


Defense is a sufficient war 
aim if the attack comes from 
outside, if — as it has been 
stated often in a very mislead- 
ing picture—a gangster threat- 
ens to kill a peaceful citizen. 
But this is not at all the case 
in the present war. Those who 
are attacked, had the attacker 
in themselves and still have it, 
consciously or unconsciously. 
They have created Communism 
by the social injustice they de- 
fended with all their power 
and they have nourished Fas- 
cism in order to use it as a tool 
against Communism. 


democratic existence. It ~ 
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The attack against the de- 
mocracies is an attack from 
within the democracies. There- 
fore, democracy, in defending 
itself, must attack itself, namely 
the structure of the democra- 
cies, which is responsible for 
that self-destructive split. The 
vision democracy needs in or- 
der to survive is a vision of its 
own fundamental transforma- 
tion. 


The war aim democracy must 
state is a social, political and 
intellectual structure of life in 
which the conditions of the 
present catastrophe are over- 
come. These conditions are not 
bad accidents, but structured 
trends, rooted in the very es- 
sence of bourgeois democracy. 


It is entirely wrong to derive 
this war from mistakes alone 
made in the peace treaties 
after the last war (although 
they are important as symp- 
toms); or to derive this war 
alone from the rise of some 
evil men to unlimited power 
(although they are the tools of 
historical destiny); or to derive 
this war from the clash of com- 
peting imperialisms and na- 
tionalisms alone (although with- 
out nationalism there would 
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be no war); or to derive this 
war from economic contradic- 
tions in later capitalism alone 
(although these contradictions 
are more basic than all the 
other reasons). 


The true and all embracing 
reason of this war is the catas- 
trophic destruction of the real- 
ity and the idea of that har- 
mony on which the system of 
liberal democracy was based. 
The presupposition that the 
pursuing of the individual in- 
terest would create a univer- 
sal harmony of interests or that 
the expression of the individ- 
ual thought would create a 
universal harmony of truth or 
that the method of balancing 
power with power would cre- 
ate a harmonic system of eco- 
nomic and political powers— 
all this broke down. Disintegra- 
tion in all realms and re- 
spects was the consequence— 
Interest struggled with interest, 
power with power, ideology 
with ideology in a life and 
death struggle. No uniting prin- 
ciple could be found within the 
disintegrating system of liberal 
democracy. 


All spheres of life, all social 
groups, all ruling and all ruled 
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classes were split in this proc- 
ess of dissolution. The most im- 
portant symptoms are the open- 
ness of the masses to any kind 
of anti-liberal propaganda and 
totalitarian ideology and the 
openness of the ruling classes 
to the main enemy of democ- 
racy, Fascism. The so-called 
appeasement-policy is the con- 
sistent expression of the split 
within the ruling classes of the 
democracies. It is the test for 
the international solidarity of 
groups who try to maintain 
their power at any price, even 
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at the price of democracy, 
against the threat coming from 
the masses of a disintegrating 
social system. 


The statement of war aims 
must implicitly reveal this sit- 
uation. But, of course, the fact 
that such a statement still is 
lacking shows that the ruling 
classes are afraid of such a 
revelation and _ self-denuncia- 
tion. The statement of war aims 
is needed just for the reason for 
which any important statement 
has been prevented up to now. 


QURDGGUC0DEEEODCEOAEEEE 


“We must teach citizenship and political science at school. But 
must we? There is no must about it, the hard fact being that we 
must not teach political science or citizenship at school. The 
schoolmaster who attempted it would soon find himself penniless 
in the streets without pupils, if not in the dock pleading to a pom- 
pously worded indictment for sedition against the exploiters. Our 
schools teach the morality of feudalism corrupted by commercial- 
ism, and hold up the military conqueror, the robber baron, and 
the profiteer, as models of the illustrious and successful.” 


—G. B. SHaw, Back to Methuselah 


SEMITES and SAMARITANS 


By RALPH S. MORTON 


." SEEMS typical of the age in 
which we are living that a 
million followers of Rev. 
Charles Coughlin whose chief 
battle cry is hatred for a mi- 


—Anti-Semitism is the historic 


masterpiece of the Father of Lies. 


tion. Indeed it is this latter fact 
which concerns me here. 

Does it mean that the min- 
isters who accept Christ as 
their Savior have hatred for 


nority group of 
God's people 
take as their 
name ‘‘the 
Christian 
bromine 

Ria a leis 
group is not 
called to ac- 
count by more 
than a minority 
He Gciiolic 
priests would 
seem to warrant 
the assumption 
that anti- Sem- 


“—Many are quite liberal in 
theology and have sizable 
city churches. They know 
that anti-Semitism exists, 
they may indulge in more 
or less ‘harmless’ Jew-bait- 
ing themselves, but the 
whole subject bores them to 
tears. It is all ‘too much of 
a bother.’ It is unimportant. 
More important is the church 
chicken supper, the badmin- 
ton tournament, the address 
before the Rotary Club on 
‘Hobbies.’ ” 


the Jews in their 
hearts? Does it 
mean that min- 
isters do not be- 
lieve that or- 
ganized anti- 


Semitism is a 
menace to all 
religions? 


I have great 
faith in Protes- 
tant ministers. I 
have seen how 
they are torn 
and twisted by 
a materialistic 


itism is not 
looked upon as a horrendous 
sin in the Catholic fold. 

The analogous fact that only 
a minority of our 125,000 Prot- 
estant ministers speak out 
against this same group and 
similar Protestant groups is at 
least cause for serious reflec- 


world in which 
they are attempting to bring 
the Light of the Bible to their 
people. I have seen how they 
have had to walk a tight-rope 
between denouncing economic 
royalists and sending their 
children to college. 


Anti-Semitism is a touch- 
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stone and tells us much indeed. 


It is unfair to generalize. 
There are ministers thoroughly 
aware of the dangers of anti- 
Semitism and they are doing 
all in their power to rid Amer- 
ica of this Christian sin. The 
Protestant Digest is co-operat- 
_ing with these ministers. 


There is another group typi-. 


fied by the Rev. Gerald B. Win- 
rod, publisher of The Defender 
Magazine (more than 100,000 
circulation), which is definitely 
anti-Semitic and is stirring up 
hatred for the Jews in pulpit, 
through tracts and magazines 
and on the public platform. In- 
flamed with bigotry, these 
leaders are very difficult to 
deal with but their followers 
are reasonable God - fearing 
men who want the truth and 
here lies the opportunity of 
democracy’s defenders. 


The third group is perhaps 
largest of all. Many of this 
group are quite liberal in the- 


ology and have sizable city 


churches. They know that anti- 
Semitism exists, they may in- 
dulge.in more or less “harm- 
less” Jew-baiting themselves, 
but the whole subject bores 
them to tears. It is all “too 
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much of a bother.” It is unim- 
portant. More important is the 
church chicken supper, the 
badminton tournament, the ad- 
dress before the Rotary Club 
on “Hobbies.” They know that 
in the drawing rooms of their 
parishioners it is quite polite to 
speak about “the Jews.” One 
has nothing really against them 
but they are “so loud,” “they 
tend to monopolize every busi- 
ness they go into,” “they are 
unethical in the professions,” 
and so on and so on. 

This third group presents the 
greatest challenge of all. Their 
righteous indignation has be- 
come dissipated. They are slow 
to anger. They wish to pass by 
on the other side. These min- 
isters, and I have talked with 
scores of them, hardly raise 
their eyebrows to remark: 
“What is all this hullabaloo 
about anti-Semitism. I see none 
of it.” 

I merely remark that the Prot- 
estant / ministers of Germany 
and the Protestant theological 
professors accepted anti-Sem- 
itism until they found them- 
selves shackled with Nazism 
and then it was too late to act. 

Anti-Semitism is not in itself 
Fascism. But it is a form of 
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Fascism, it is a tool of Fascism 
to divide the people and it will, 
unless choked, most certainly 
lead to Fascism. 


For those ministers who have 
difficulty in seeing the dangers 
ahead and who are looking 
the other way I have compiled 
the following facts which, I 
hope will enlist them with other 
Christians in combating this 
diabolical threat. This list is 
far from being exhaustive. It 
will do, however, to begin with. 


WASHINGTON, D. C.—There 
are 140 separate organizations 
actively engaged in anti-Sem- 
itic activities in the United 
States today. Anti-Semitism has 
reached the highest citadel of 
respectability — the United 
States Senate. A recent speech 
by Senator Rufus C. Holman 
charges that Jewish political in- 
fluence and money power are 
spurring the Roosevelt Admin- 
istration into war against Ger- 
many. In the Congress, Repre- 
sentative John E. Rankin said: 
“Wall Street arid a little group 
of our international Jewish 
brethren are still attempting to 
harass the President and the 
Congress of the United States 
into plunging into war.” 
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OMAHA, NEBRASKA — A 50- 
page book written by Rev. 
Frank Woodruff Johnson called 
The Octopus, which  black- 
lists hundreds of leading Jew- 
ish people in the United States, 
charges that the Jewish people, 
like an Octopus, are strangling 
America. The new hate text- 
book was launched by Rev. 
Gerald B. Winrod, publisher of 
The Defender magazine, Mrs. 
Elizabeth Dilling who wrote the 
Red Network and Charles B. 
Hudson. 


WICHITA, KANSAS—Rev. Ger- 
ald B. Winrod’s publication 
The Defender publishes an 
anti-Semitic article in nearly 
every issue. Mr. Winrod is 
pushing the sale of The Octo- 
pus and boasts that one 
housewife alone distributed 
1,500 copies among ministers, 
Sunday school teachers, church 
workers, business men. 

ROYAL OAK, MICHIGAN— 
Father Charles E. Coughlin, 
who urged in a national radio 
hook-up, that his four million 
followers “use the Franco 
way’ in America, has broken 
with the America First Com- 
mittee and now plans a vigor- 
ous anti-Jewish drive. He has 


42 


his own weekly publication, 
Social Justice and hundreds 
of thousands of followers in 
New York, Boston, Detroit, Cin- 
cinnati and other cities. 
BROOKLYN, N. Y.—The Brook- 
lyn Tablet, official Roman 
Catholic diocesan paper in a 
letter by Father Joseph Deisz 
says, ‘The Jews and their Gen- 
tile slaves, lackeys and dupes 
have formed Tolerance Com- 
mittees .. . Seven plagues on 
all these Committees.” 

NEW YORK, N. Y.—Lawrence 
Dennis, intellectual leader of 
native Fascists has written a 
book The Coming American 
Fascism. 

NEW YORK, N. Y.— Father 
Francis X. Talbot, Editor of the 
Jesuit paper America, de- 
fends Father Coughlin’s Chris- 
tian Front. He assisted Merwin 
K. Hart in writing the book 
America Look At Spain, which 
upholds the policies of Dictator 
Franco. 

BROOKLYN, N. Y.—Father Ed- 
ward Lodge Curran is Cough- 
lin's chief spokesman in the 
East. He appears at Christian 
Front meetings, sponsors Front 
activities under the banner of 
other groups. 


PROTESTANT DIGEST 


June-July 


BREMERTON, WASHINGTON 
—Leaflet of the American Pub- 
lishing Society: ‘Rabbi Morris 
Goldstein of San Francisco said 
on September 3, 1937, that: 
‘the United States is now the 
center of Judaism.’ Meaning 
they have been driven out of 
all of the: other nations, and 
now they think this country is 
their new Jer-USA-lem.” 
MONTANA — Ex-Congressman 
Thorkelson says, “We are as 
Jew-dominated as England 
and France, and as Germany 
was until 1933 (until Hitler 
came to power). 

GLENDALE, CALIF.—From the 
Christian Free Press: “The most 
needed thing in the world to- 
day is a united front of all 
Christendom against the de- 
structive power of interna- 
tional Jewry ... (it is) evident 
to all that Communism is in- 
deed Jewish and is the off- 
spring of the abominable 
Talmudic Law.” ; 

LOS ANGELES, CALIF. — The 
Gentile American: ‘Every man, 
woman and child in America 
should know there is no power 
in the Congress of the United 
States nor in any other law- 
making or law enforcing body, 
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nor in Jew-controlled press, to 
prevent our citizens from asso- 
ciating themselves together for 
the purpose of lawfully pre- 
venting native-born and alien 
Jews from doing in this country 
what they have done in Russia 
and tried to do in Spain and 
Germany.” 


LOS ANGELES, CALIF.—From 
The Gentile American, pub- 
lished here: “Their sacred 
Talmud teaches Jews to con- 
ceal its contents, to discredit 
non-Jewish women and to be 
unfair in their dealings with 
Gentiles.” 

DETROIT, MICH.—‘I am not 
saying that Ford knew as to 
the truth or falsity of every 
saying published in his 91 
articles against the Jews. I am 
saying that the campaign was 
ordered by him and carried on 
with his knowledge.’-—Henry 
Ford's Editor, E. G. Pitt. 
DETROIT, MICH.—Hundreds of 
thousands of copies of the Prot- 
ocols have been circulated 
throughout the United States 
and Canada by the Anglo- 
Saxon Federation, W. J. Cam- 
eron’s organization. Cameron 
is a Ford public relations man. 
WASHINGTON, D. C.—“The 
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American gentiles are in the 
saddle; every congressman is 
our servant not the servant of 
the Jews. Our watchword is 
JEWS DON’T TREAD ON US 
AND JEWS SALUTE YOUR 
MASTERS'’—in form letter of 
the “National Gentile League, 
lreve, 

ST. ALBANS, W. VA.—Booklet 
of the American Nationalist 
Confederation: “The Jew prob- 
lem is simply a political and 
economic one... either we 
rid ourselves of Jewish inter- 
nationalism and imperialism or 
suffer ourselves to be wiped 
out as a free Christian people.” 
CHARLESTON, W. VA.—Leaf- 
let of “The American Guard” 
called War Mongers: “Our in- 
ternational ruling class pleads 
with us to help it save western 
civilization from destruction . . . 
these voices are greased with 
hypocrisy and tuned by bloody 
Judah.” 

BOSTON, MASS. — Francis P. 
Moran, leader of the local 
Christian Front is showing the 
Nazi film “Sieg Im Westen’ to 
audiences here and claims 
“1500 anti-Christians” in Wash- 
ington are trying to sell out 
this country. He names Jews. 


BRITAIN THRILLED BY SOVIET 


DEFENSE 


By HEWLETT JOHNSON 
Dean of Canterbury 


HE People’s Convention, 

war-time Britain's progres- 
sive movement, is gathering 
force. The Russian war and the 
Russian successes have had a 
tonic effect and give us all a 
fresh opportunity, for the coun- 
try in general is deeply stirred 
and interested by what is hap- 
pening on the eastern front. 

The myth of Russian ineffi- 
-clency has been swept away 
from the minds of the masses. 
Anti-Russian propaganda of 23 
years is wiped out in three 
weeks by the heroism and skill 
and preparedness of the Red 
Army. 

The Convention feels the 
same pressure and sees the 
same opportunity. The emerg- 
ency assembly of 2,000 persons 
held in London on July Sth, is 
indicative of this. A resolution 
passed at this conference urg- 
ing complete British support of 
the Soviet Union sets the theme 
for a nation-wide campaign. 
Expressing admiration for the 


—Cabled to the Protestant Digest 
from Canterbury, England, July 12 


heroism of the Soviet peoples, 
it welcomed Prime Minister 
Churchill's declaration in favor 
of the united fight of the British 
and Soviet peoples against 
their common enemy, Hitler 
Fascism. 

It urged a complete pact and 
alliance between the two coun- 
tries (this has already been 
accomplished), the closest co- 
operation with the United 
States, vigilance against British 
Quislings, unity for all who 
stand for the defeat of Fascism 
and victory of the people. 

The conference laid plans 
for mass meetings and con- 
ferences to be held all over the 
country, meetings which have 
accelerated production and 
urged/the dispatch to Russia 
of representatives of organized 
labor. 

An interesting feature is the 
widespread spontaneous  fi- 
nancial support given this move- 
ment in small sums, yet, in 
aggregate, amounting to sub- 
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stantial contributions. Many 
gifts come from groups in fac- 
tories. 


Another significant feature is 
the Convention's attraction for 
youth in workshops and uni- 
versities. Youth finds in the 
People’s Convention a down- 
rightness and a call for drastic 
action and willing sacrifice 
wholly lacking in the British 
labor movement under its pres- 
ent leadership. 


Despite the mammoth sale of 
pamphlets and local conven- 
tion journals, often in type- 
script, the Convention feels the 
lack of a sympathetic daily 
journal and urges the imme- 
diate lifting of the ban on the 
Daily Worker, whose reappear- 
ance would inaugurate a vig- 
orous campaign, especially in 
workshops, for a great produc- 
tive drive to defeat the Nazis. 
The campaign for lifting the 
ban grows hourly, and is re- 
ceiving widespread influential 
support, now that the ostensible 
object of suppression, namely, 
a weakening of the war effort, 
has been removed. South 
Wales miners, representative 
of 21/, million Trade Unionists 
and the important Amalgam- 
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ated Engineering Union, de- 
mand a lifting of the ban. 

With the lifting of the ban 
the intensive spade work of the 
Convention during the past 
few months will issue in a wide 
advance for the growing but 
unorganized desire which ex- 
ists for reforms embodied in 
the Convention's program, a 
desire which finds no outlet in 
the capitalistic press. For that 
reason, the removal of the ban 
is bitterly opposed and par- 
ticularly so by our present 
labor leaders. The Russian war 
gives a spur to the fight. 

The People’s Convention is 
focussing the immediate reac- 
tions of many prominent in- 
dividuals, trade unions and 
other groups, to the deepening 
nature of the war. These are 
expressing themselves through 
the Convention and show that 
the Convention is becoming a 
considerable political force 
which is capturing and reviv- 
ing some of the old enthusiasm 
that once went to England's 
Labor Party. 


Cordial messages were re- 
ceived from intellectuals like 
George Bernard Shaw, and 
trade unionists like R. H. Potts, 
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President of the National Union 
of Railway Men, who urged, 
as did the Convention, a reso- 
lution taking immediate steps 
to send a representative dele- 
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from the USSR. 

The Convention promises to 
become a common meeting 
ground between intellectuals 
and the working classes al- 


gation from the Trade Union 
Congress to Russia and invit- 
ing a reciprocal deputation 


though it will remain most def- 
initely working-class in spirit 
and organization. 


COUGHLIN MIMICS STREICHER 


The vicious anti-Semitism of Father Coughlin’s Social Justice 
today matches that of Julius Streicher’s Der Stuermer. The follow- 
ing passage, from the May 26 issue of Social Justice is typical: 


“Like every other war, this war will come to an end. 


“As happened after every other war, the apostles of 
war will be blamed tor the hardships which will ensue. 


“The pro-Semites and the Jews will not be able, in this 
age of reason, to exculpate themselves. 


“Ten years hence, they will be the object of attack, of 
recrimination, of persecution, of pogroms on a scale 
which will surpass anything that happened in Europe. 


“Ten years hence, appeals based on religion will have 


no avail. Ten years hence, appeals based on reason will 
be futile. 


“Ten years hence, a handful of analytical men will 
trace the unmeasured flood of anti-Semitism not to the 
apostles of peace, but to the apostles of war—among 
whom are the Jews themselves.” 
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THE NEGATIVISM OF POSITIVISM 
By PETER WUST 


[Where the guns have been roaring, in the Saare country, 
there was Peter Wust born in 1884. 


In 1918 Ernst Troeltsch said to Peter Wust, referring to the 
collapse of Germany, “the external catastrophe has come about 
—but it is only the delayed consequence of our inner weakening 
since the death of Hegel. Since Hegel's death what have we seen 
but the gradual draining-away of our native belief in the power 
of the spirit to mold history?’ That remark started Peter Wust 
thinking. 


The essay following can stand on its own feet. Peter Wust 
pities the modern mechanized disillusioned man as D. H. Law- 
rence pitied him, but finds a remedy deeper and far more exciting 
than Lawrence’s return to instinctual living. The remedy however 
is barely hinted at in the last paragraph of this chapter, just as 
in “The Green Pastures” the final curtain of the last act hints a 
solution to God's trouble when a light breaks upon His Face trom 
the wings, a light from the Cross where His Son hangs dying. 


We print this essay with the hope of making some of our 
wisecracking, sad “liberals’’ admit to themselves their own be- 
wilderment. Yes, we would make them cry a little in the privacy 
ot their own chambers, cry even for some of those “painted illu- 
sions” they have been so busy smashing these last few decades. 


I knew a man once who believed or said he believed that 
botany and morphology had the first and last word to say about 
a daisy. I said} “You mean a particular daisy?” He said with the 
finality of a headsman, “All daisies!” I said, bending down to a 
daisy in the field where we walked, “You mean this one?” He 
said with a laugh, “Of course!” I knew he was wrong and his 
laugh told the tragedy of his wrongness, for it was hollow like 


From Essays IN ORDER, Sheed and Ward, N. Y. 


48 PROTESTANT DIGEST June-July 


the cry of a child shut up in a cave and hopeless of escape. 
That is what Peter Wust means by a positivist. 


And of course if a daisy can be whisked away and replaced 
by a pile of categories and laws of behaviour, so can anything 
that lives and breathes. So can men and all they do and hope to 
do. Since what men do is called history, so history is whisked 
away and replaced by coolly indifterent adjectives and cast into 
pigeon-holes. 


That is what Peter Wust means by historicism. Historicism 
murders history. 


One need not be an uncritical disciple of Peter Wust to feel 
the thrill of his analysis of analysis. We still stride to the abyss of 
self-destruction. Unlike Peter Wust and those who follow him 
literally, I feel in the present apparent chaos the presence of a 
powertul, stabilizing, shaping force, ruthless against greed, in 
which and through which (as in and through us all) God accom- 
plishes his purpose. This is only a feeling and a personal one, of 
as much or as little worth as such feelings may be.—THE Epitor.] 


Nee appears before us the 
completely uprooted civil- 
ized man of the closing nine- 
teenth and early twentieth cen- 
turies, who, with his ideal of a 
perfectly uniform and = stan- 
dardized internationalism, is 
preparing the destruction not 
only of Christianity but of hu- 
man culture in general. It is 
man living a life in puris natur- 
alibus, from whom every rem- 
nant not only of religion but of 
metaphysics also has been 
eliminated, and who, admitting 
nothing but the abstract law of 


Things, will recognize the re- 
ligious convictions of mankind 
merely as natural phenomena 
witnessing only to the laws 
that have produced them. 

This human type, the struc- 
ture of which is so difficult to 
grasp, jhas evolved, on the one 
hand, from the Anglo-French 
Age of Enlightenment, and, on 
the other, from the reaction to 
it that developed during the 
eighteenth century, that is to 
say, the aesthetic and ethical 
idealism of the age of Kant and 
Goethe. Positivism and histori- 
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cism are, as it were, the progeny 
of these two movements, which 
are inwardly akin through their 
common deistic origin. The 
God of Deism, the mere world- 
builder, the architectus mundi, 
was the last lingering shadow 
of the Christian Father-God. 
As soon, however, as the proc- 
ess of abstraction went a step 
further, the world was bound 
to appear as a mere piece of 
machinery, and this mecha- 
nistic conception of the universe 
was that of positivism. From it 
there also developed an early 
type of historicism. 


But a second form of histori- 
cism developed out of the move- 
ment of German idealism, 
which had resumed contact 
with antiquity, and later on, 
out of Romanticism, which at- 
tempted to find a support in 
the Christian Middle Ages. The 
latter form of historicism was, 
of course, intended to offer a 
certain degree of opposition to 
the positivist conception of the 
world, but actually in the end 
it was swallowed up by the 
positivist conception of univer- 
sal law governing all phenom- 
ena, and thus was_ finally 
accomplished the complete 
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ousting from history of its 
sacred element, or, as Berd- 
yaev aptly puts it, “the wind- 
ing-up of the Renaissance,’ the 
complete disruption of that in- 
tellectual unity which still sur- 
vived in the Enlightenment. 


The inner affinity between 
positivism and historicism, 
which existed from the outset 
and survived later after a cer- 
tain amount of conflict, is to 
be found in the reduction of all 
phenomena to an abstract law, 
by which such phenomena are 
stripped, on the one hand, of 
their qualities of form and 
value, and, on the other, of 
every element of mystery. 
Everything that strikes us in 
an object as constituting its 
form and inner essence is dis- 
solved into relations, and 
everything that presents. itself 
as a mystery is denied as illu- 
sion. Positivism now sets about 
developing a unique system of 
metaphysics, based upon the 
so-called human capacity for 
illusion. This extraordinary 
metaphysics of illusion starts 
off with the attack upon an- 
thropomorphism. It may be true 
that the Christian Middle Ages 
had exaggerated at times the 
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part played by anthropomor- 
phism in human knowledge. 
But in modern times the fact 
has been overlooked that there 
is a positive side to anthropo- 
morphism without which the 
spiritual form of things is 
bound to remain unrecogniz- 
able. In eliminating the subjec- 
tive sources of error we must 
on no account lose sight of the 
fact that the subject, viewed 
as a spiritually conscious 
entity, Le., a person, must not 
be allowed to disappear com- 
pletely, since otherwise the 
form of things is of necessity 
lost or unrecognizable. The 
metaphysics of so-called iilu- 
sion, however, as found in 
positivism, had for its goal in 
this direction the complete 
destruction of the forms where- 
by being manifests itself. And 
the most remarkable point 
about this particular metaphys- 
ical system is the circumstance 
that it actually ascribes posi- 
tive value to this process of the 
destruction of forms, inasmuch 
as it insists that it is only by 
the rejection of all theological 
or metaphysical conceptions 
of the universe that the real, 
actual, positive universe will 
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become visible, comprehen- 
sible and controllable, a reality 
“freed from illusions” in every 
sense, because it is freed from 
forms and values. 


The insistence of science that 
perception should be as much 
dehumanized as possible was 
therefore, properly speaking, 
an aspiration towards an ut- 
terly despiritualized reality, 
which was to present only an 
absolutely calculable mech- 
anism. The beginning of this 
tendency is already typified 
by Descarte’s discovery of 
analytic geometry. However 
important in the abstract this 
discovery may have been for 
mathematics, it became, so to 
speak, the prototype of the 
relativity mania which char- 
acterizes modern science. Just 
as in the first case the mathe- 
matical forms were reduced to 
their numerical ratios, so the 
whole domain of the forms 
proper to being was to be re- 
solved into similar relative val- 
ues. It is hardly to be won- 
dered at then, if. gradually 
space and time became the 
sole great irreducible factors 
of existence, the overcoming 
of which human thought set 


SRUCINNS Sal CaM Aisles Meee ea aah Eel dea 


1941 


before itself as its almost ex- 
clusive aim. 


This effort of positivism to 
get rid of all so-called illusions 
contains implicitly the first 
form of historicism. This is first 
apparent when the soul, like 
nature, is stripped of substance 
and form and regarded as ex- 
plicable by a soulless relativ- 
ist psychology. A further step 
is taken when the endeavor is 
made to account for the domi- 
nant features of culture as 
mere combinations of mechan- 
ical laws. As soon as the com- 
binations are recognized the 
so-called illusions are ex- 
ploded. And the release from 
illusion, too, depends upon a 
progressive reduction of every- 
thing to mechanical laws. 


Sharply opposed to this 
early type of historicism we 
find the second type. In oppo- 
sition to Comte and Taine 
stands Dilthey, the father of 
the new tendency, everlast- 
ingly repeating his protest in 
identical terms. This protest is 
actuated by two distinct mo- 
tives, the one scientific, the 
other romantic and sentimen- 
tal. From the scientific point of 
view Dilthey opposes the view 
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that psychological phenomena 
can be explained as combina- 
tions of physical laws. He 
points out that there must ex- 
ist in the field of psychology 
a twofold method of knowl- 
edge—both the explanatory 
method and the comprehen- 
sion of spiritual significance. 
In this suggestion of Dilthey’s 
we have the first important 
protest against the demolition 
of form characteristic of mod- 
ern thought. Fundamentally it 
is an appeal to the spirit, an 
appeal, moreover, on behalf 
of that method of comprehen- 
sion which was the rule in the 
Middle Ages and in antiquity, 
but which, since the beginning 
of modern times, has been in- 
creasingly relegated to the 
background. To understand 
how important Dilthey’s thesis 
has grown to-day we need only 
glance at the actual position 
of psychology, which is pass- 
ing through a very critical 
stage, and of those other sci- 
ences of the spirit whose for- 
mer position is menaced from 
this point of view. 


The second motive—the ro- 
mantic and sentimental — of 
Dilthey’s protest, and at the 
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same time of the second form 
of historicism, is to be found in 
his retrospective romanticism. 
Destiny had placed Dilthey in 
a world from which positivism 
had banished God. But his per- 
sonality, which needed a re- 
ligious principle, found itself 
thus cheated of its highest 
good. Spiritually too weak of 
will to make good, by build- 
ing up a complete system on 
the basis of his leading idea, 
the great deficit of his age, 
which he had correctly divined, 
he steeped his mournfully ret- 
rospective spirit in the past of 
German idealist faith. It was 
the last system to offer a cer- 
tain remnant of belief in val- 
ues, and from it he steadily 
followed up the receding foot- 
prints of faiths past and gone. 
By this process he attained one 
fairly important result at least. 
He demonstrated that the meta- 
physics of illusion of Comte 
and his precursors was funda- 
mentally erroneous. It was Dil- 
they who recognized that what 
Comte hailed as progress was 
a phenomenon of progressive 
decadence, a destructive man- 
ifestation of the steadily grow- 
ing modern scepticism. 
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His contemporaries, it is true, 
saw his position in a different 
light. They spoke derisively of 
the discord between Dilthey 
the scientist and Dilthey the 
poet. And in this mephisto- 
phelian sarcasm at the ex- 
pense of Dilthey the poet there 
was conveyed everything that 
since the development of the 
positivist metaphysics of illu- 
sion had become the common 
intellectual property of cul- 
tured people. In just the same 
way others had already set 
about playing off Plato the 
poet against Plato the scientist 
interpreted in terms of Kant, 
with the idea that in this way 
they could jettison what they 
called the poet and retain only 
the scientist. But the poet in 
Dilthey had not judged so 
badly. He had grasped the 
fact that man cannot live with- 
out a belief in values, and that, 
least of all, is the higher life 
of the spirit possible without 
them. And, though he so far 
yielded to positivism as to term 
these religious forces ‘‘myth” 
and “illusion,” yet he regarded 
these illusions as a beneficent 
and fruitful necessity, whereas 
for the opposition party the 
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welfare of humanity lay in 
emancipation from these so- 
called illusions. 

Inasmuch then as he looked 
sentimentally backwards to the 
earlier ages of faith, Dilthey 
was a historicist of that second 
type of which we have spoken; 
he recognized the necessity of 
the forces of which faith is the 
source, but lacked the courage 
to make the decisive act of 
faith. He understood what it 
was that his contemporaries 
lacked, but he did not live be- 
fore his time. On the contrary, 
he endeavored to explain away 
both the presence, in ages 
which were spiritually robust, 
of the energy of faith, and its 
absence in ages which were 
spiritually stunted, on purely 
psychological grounds as the 
inevitable effect of subjective 
disposition. That is to say, he 


was a pragmatist of culture, a 
characteristic product of the 
period since the Renaissance. 

In this way Dilthey’s senti- 
mental brand of historicism 
dovetailed into the earlier posi- 
tivist type. Thus the second 
form of his historicism was not 
only untenable in itself; it ster- 
ilized perceptions which had 
set him on the right track, so 
that ultimately he returned to 
the earlier form. Through weak- 
ness and human respect he be- 
trayed the best of himself to 
the all-pervasive power of pos- 
itivism. For a determined at- 
tack upon the subversive posi- 
tivist metaphysics of illusion he 
lacked two indispensable qual- 
ities, courage and the childlike 
simplicity that would not have 
allowed itself to be led astray 
by the spurious scientific pride 
of the age. 


(The second part of Peter Wust's essay will be printed in an early issue.) 


The Church and State were not separated in order that the 
Church would by that separation be silenced, but in order that 
the Church would by that separation be set free to do its work. 


Kole 


THE VATICAN AND THE NAZI- 


SOVIET PACT 


By S. R. HERBERT 


“,... this political Church, like the Fascist 


Countries, is both anti-Communist and anti-Liberal.”’ 


ies much of the political litera- 
ture written since the sign- 
ing of the Nazi-Soviet Pact of 
August 1939, the theory is ad- 
vanced that Stalin “had de- 
liberately given 


history of the months preced- 
ing the signing of the Pact re- 
veals that at least a minor por- 
tion of the credit, not only for 
breaking down the collective 

security sys- 


Hitler the sig- 
nal to start this 
war in 1939,‘by 
promising a 
hands-off atti- 


tude toward 
Poland.” (Edi- 
torial in New 


Yionkielermicsy 
June 23, 1941.) 
This position, 


The Catholic hope in 1939 
was to turn against Russia 
the force of German expan- 
sion, assisted by at least the 
good will of the other West- 
ern European countries; the 
Church knew one tact which 
many liberals in the Western 
world completely failed to 
realize: the liberal elements ot 
western society would never 


tem, but for ac- 
tually bringing 
about the Pact, 
rightfully be- 
longs to the 
Vatican and its 
branches, es- 
pecially those 
in the United 
States. 

Let us, as a 


which com- 
pletely over- 
looks the betrayal of the pol- 
icy of collective security by 
England and France in favor 
of German and Italian aggran- 
dizement, finds some of its 
most vehement partisans 
among Catholic writers and 
_ speakers. This fact is not with- 
out its irony, for a study of the 


survive an anti-Soviet war. 


preliminary to 
this article, out- 
line the international picture 
in 1939. It differed fundamen- 
tally from the picture twenty- 
five years earlier. Then the 
contest had been _ two-sided; 
now it was three-sided. The 
victory of the Western Powers 
over the Germans had tem- 
porarily united the capitalist 
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world, but there had risen out 
of the war an anti-imperialist, 
anti-capitalist power, the 
Soviet Union, and the world 
struggle continued with a two- 
sided undeclared war between 
the victors in the World War 
and the Soviet Union. But the 
losers in the war, the subsidi- 
ary capitalist powers, devel- 
oped a system called Fascism, 
imperialism on a shoe-string. 
The victorious empires of the 
West allowed Fascism to grow 
under the illusion that it was 
an ally in the anti-Communist 
movement. This conception of 
Fascism was false or rather in- 
complete, for while Fascism is 
anti-Communism, that is but 
half the story. Fascism is sim- 
ply a system of total organiza- 
tion whereby the imperialist 
state can best wage war for 
conquest; it is streamlined, 
twentieth-century aggressive 
imperialism—the newest mani- 
festation of the ever-recurring 
European attempt to upset the 
empires on top. The Fascist 
state was built to expand, not 
in an ideological direction but 
in a territorial direction, to the 
west against its imperialist 
rivals or to the east against 


Russian territory. The nature of 
Fascism, a “‘come-back’’ move- 
ment, made it logically the 
heir of all reactionary “lost 
causes’ of European power 
politics, and, for that reason it 
drew to it the losers in such 
diverse battles as the Protes- 
tant Reformation, the French 
Revolution, the World War, 
and the Russian Revolution. 
Included in such a losers’ ros- 
ter would be, among others, 
the Spanish Empire, French 
royalty, Russian landlords, the 
cause of anti-Semitism, and Ro- » 
man Catholic ultramontanism. 


The diplomatic struggles of 
the nineteen - thirties, which 
gave an illusion of respectabil- 
ity to the international scene 
despite the undeclared wars 
that raged here and there, cen- 
tered around the efforts of the 
liberals in the “have” or status- 
quo empires to form with the 
Soviet Union a Popular Front 
against Fascist aggression, and 
the counter efforts of the prop- 
erty-minded men of the status- 
quo empires to encourage 
Fascist expansion against the 
Soviet Union. In these diplo- 
matic struggles and in the 
actual armed conflicts, the 
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weight of the Vatican was con- 
sistently thrown on the side of 
Fascism, against the Soviet 
Union, and against the “‘lib- 
eral’ Western states. 


We do not mean to say that 
the Church has any interest in 
German, Italian or Spanish ex- 
pansion as such. The Church is 
interested -in Catholic expan- 
sion. It supported Mussolini in 
Ethiopia because the Italian 
conquest meant Catholic con- 
quest. It is supporting the 
Franco revival of Spanish im- 
‘ perialism because it sees it as 
a weapon of Catholic imperi- 
alism. It supports the neo- 
Fascism of Pétain because 
Pétain is sworn to crush French 
liberalism. The stand of the 
Catholic Church is determined 
not by national, democratic, 
racial or Fascist interests, but 
by Catholic interests. Patrick 
Scanlon, managing editor of 
the Tablet, official organ of the 
Brooklyn diocese of the Roman 
Catholic Church, wrote on 
April 1, 1939: 

We repeat the main issue for the 
Catholic editor is not whether the 
new Spain is favorable to England, 
France, Italy or Germany or un- 


favorable to other nations. The ques- 
tion for us is: Who is for God and 
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who is against God? Who favors re- 
ligion, who is against it? Who will 
protect and uphold God's rights, de- 
fend His Church and oppose anti- 
God? That is the all-important issue. 
Nothing else matters a great deal. 

A typical Catholic statement 
regarding Fascism is the one 
given by Archbishop MacNich- 
olas of Cincinnati at the Cath- 
olic University of America in 
Washington, on January 9Q, 
1939, in which he condemned 
“atheistic totalitarian govern- 
ments,” but said that he felt 
there was “some hope for to- 
talitarian governments and for 
Fascism so long as they reject 
atheism.” It is not Communism 
that the Church fights, but 
“atheistic Communism.” Just as 
it is not democracy the Church 
fights for, but something quite 
different which it calls ‘‘Chris- 
tian democracy.” 

Historical circumstance has, 


however, so arranged matters 
that the Catholic Church's at- 


- tempted comeback at this time 


is linked with the latest mani- 
festation of German. and Italian 
imperialism. In accord with 
this pro-Fascist policy, in the 
late spring and summer of 
1939, when an attempt was 
made to forge a peace front 


1941 


of England, France and the 
Soviet Union, all the stratagems 
of the Vatican were used to 
block the way. The Catholic 
hope in 1939 was to turn 
against Russia. the force of 
German expansion, assisted by 
at least the good will of the 
other Western European coun- 
tries; this manoeuver was also 
expected to increase the influ- 
ence of those elements in 
western society that had been 
for fifteen years drifting to the 
Church as the great spiritual 
bulwark against Communism. 
(The Church used the Com- 
munist bogey to extend its 
influence in exactly the same 
manner as did Hitler and the 
other forces striving at this 
time to seize power.) The 
Church knew one fact which 
many liberals in the Western 
world completely failed to 
realize: the liberal elements 
of Western society would never 
survive an anti-Soviet war. 
William Thomas Walsh, one 


of this country’s leading Cath- . 


olic publicists, crystallized 
Catholic hopes and dreams in 
The Sign, organ of the Passion- 
ist Fathers, for April, 1939: 


Thanks to the courageous deci- 
sion of Mr. Neville Chamberlain at 
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a moment when he held the fate of 
Europe in his hands, a wedge has 
been driven through the fiction that 
England, France and Russia were 
all essentially ‘democracies’ with 
common interests. Communism has 
suffered a serious setback, and 
Russia has been excluded from 
western European policy and left 
to face an expanding Germany in 
the East. In this very fact lies a 
measure of safety for England and 
France, and it is conceivable that 
both may be driven by future events 
to a closer understanding with Italy 
and Nationalist Spain, an under- 
standing which would shatter both 
the artificial world alignments. 

But Russia did not fall into 
the trap of fighting Hitler—and 


the rest of the world—alone. 


On March 15, 1939, Hitler 
entered Prague. Three days 
later the Soviet Union pro- 
posed a conference of Britain, 
France, Rumania, Turkey and 
the U.S: S.-RinOn March *22 
Hitler took Memel. On April 7 
Mussolini went into Albania. 
Ten days later the Soviet pro- 
posed a triple defensive alli- 
ance of France, Britain and the 
U. S. S. R., a military conven- 
tion to back up the alliance, 
and a guarantee for all the 
border states from the Baltic 
to the Black Sea. The British 
shilly-shallyed, took one step 
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toward the Russian proposals, 
a step and a half away. 

On March 12, Eugenio Pa- 
celli, who had been in charge 
of the diplomatic service of the 
Vatican during the years of 
Papal encouragement of Fas- 
cism, was crowned Pope Pius 
XII. ‘Peace’’ became the key- 
note of his public and private 
utterances, but this was to be 
a pro-Fascist “peace.” In his 
speech of April 9, reported The 


New York Times: 

The Pope evidently wished to 
hold the scales of justice evenly 
balanced between the dictatorships 
and the democracies and did not 
allow the fight waged by, the Nazi 
regime against the Catholic Church 
to push him into any strong attack 
on the totalitarian regimes. 


The Vatican daily, Osserva- 
tore Romano, in the first months 
of the new Pope's reign, ceased 
to publish anti-Nazi articles. In 
May rumors that the Pope had 
undertaken an active cam- 
paign for ‘peace’ flooded the 
capitals of Europe, but not for 


some weeks was it finally con- . 


firmed. (“There is one funda- 
mental canon of pontifical di- 
plomacy that has always been 
the despair of newspaper men, 
and it is that of secrecy. The 
Vatican never officially gives 


¢ 


June-July 


out advance information on its 
diplomatic activities.’ — Her- 
bert L. Matthews, The New 
York Times, June 11, 1939.) 
The Pope had instructed the 
Papal Nuncios in Poland, Ger- 
many, France and Italy, and 
the Apostolic Delegate in Eng- 
land, to confer with those gov- 
ernments on the possibilities 
of “peace.” 

The nature of this “peace” 
was revealed by an official 
Vatican statement issued on 
May 26: 

. The Holy See has limited 
itself to using normal diplomatic 
channels to invite interested gov- 
ernments to consider in a peaceful 
spirit the present interna- 
tional situation. .. . As to practical 
proposals, the Holy See has limited 
itself to pointing out that peaceful 
examination of the problems could 
be undertaken either at a general 
meeting of the interested powers or 
through bilateral negotiations con- 
fined to the nations interested in 
each specific question. 


The /stress on “interested 
governments’’ meant the ex- 
clusion of the Soviet Union 
from the parley; the only re- 
sult of “bilateral negotiations” 
could be that Poland would 
yield something to Germany, 
and that France would meet 
the Italian demands. The Pope, 


grave 
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with a thousand listening posts 
in Europe, surely knew that 
this did not mean “peace,” 
but merely further appease- 
ment, therefore strengthening, 
of the Fascist powers. 


Concerning the Vatican's 
“peace”’ efforts, Edwin L. James 
of The New York Times wrote 
Gum jpuliae. al, 
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measures without the consent 
of the Italian Government. 

Other newspaper dispatches 
of the time reveal interesting 
details of the Vatican's activi- 
ties: 

In an effort to bring about im- 
proved relations between the dic- 
tatorships and the democracies and 
thus prevent conclusion of a British- 

French - Soviet 


1939: 

Interestingly 
enough, this is 
the proposal 
which has often 
been put forward 
by Mussolini and 
has been several 
times recom- 
mended by Hitler. 
It was the line-up 
at Munich. 


The Papal 
proposal also 
had the firm 
support of Mus- 
solini’s own 
newspaper, the 
Popolo d'Italia. 
Furthermore, 
according to 


The nature of Fascism, a 
“come - back” movement, 
made it logically the heir ol 
all reactionary “lost causes”’ 
of European power politics, 
and, for that reason it drew 
to it the losers in such di- 
verse battles as the Protes- 
tant Reformation, the French 
Revolution, the World War, 
and the Russian Revolution. 
Included in such a losers’ 
would be, among others, 
the Spanish Empire, French 
royalty, Russian landlords, 
the cause of anti-Semitism, 
and Roman Catholic Ultra- 
montanism. 


pact, Pope Pius 
has intensified his 
diplomatic activ- 
Ubyqene ot ee lbeisesne= 
ported the Pope is 
considerably per- 
turbed by the 
planned alliance 
of Britain, France 
and Russia be- 
cause of fears 
that the Soviet 
will be allowed 
tows play Yan ame 
portant part in 
European diplo- 
macy. The church 
is an_ irreconcil- 
able enemy of 
bolshevism, so 
there is little 
doubt that the 
Pope will do 


Article 24 of the Lateran Treaty, 
which says that “. . . the Holy 
See declares that it wishes to 
remain and will remain ex- 
traneous to all temporal dis- 
putes between nations,” the 
Pope could not advocate such 


everything in his power to prevent 
the conclusion of this alliance or to 
minimize its effect if the negotia- 
tions now in progress are success- 
ful. An editorial in Avvenire d'Italia, 
independent Catholic newspaper, 
says Pope Pius’ ‘peace efforts have 
passed from the first to the second 


60 PROTESTANT DIGEST 


stage, from the motherly advice of 
the church to motherly services, to 
new and earnestness’ 

Commenting on the British 
Soviet negotiations, the newspaper 


eagerness 


criticized Prime Minister Neville 
Chamberlain for saying in the 
House of Commons that the 


British Government has no knowl- 
edge of the Vatican's disapproval 
of the proposed pact with the 
Soviet. ‘It is not necessary for the 
church,’ it says, ‘to communicate to 
the chancelleries its clear immutable 
opinion on the consequences of an 
alliance with bolshevism. No one 
should seriously interpret its silence 
as approval.’ — Camille M. Cian- 
farra in The New York Times, June 
7, 1939, dispatch from Vatican City. 

Reports that Pope Pius’ latest 
peace move consisted of a sugges- 
tion that Prime Minister Neville 
Chamberlain of Great Britain call a 
four-power conference without Rus- 
sia went the rounds in Rome today. 

. There are some hints that the 
‘appeasement’ speeches of Viscount 
Halifax, the British Foreign Secre- 
tary, and Mr. Chamberlain has in 
some measure been influenced by 
the efforts the Pope was making. 
The Italian press greets these ad- 
dresses with considerable friendli- 
ness today as a return to ‘the 
Munich spirit.’ ‘An exalted voice has 
conducted rather discreet but un- 
doubtedly efficacious diplomatic ac- 
tion,’ writes the Lavoro Fascista in 
discussing the reasons for London's 
change of tone. Even the Catholic 
Avvenire asks whether Mr. Cham- 
berlain’'s and Lord Halifax’s over- 


June-July 


tures were ‘a reflection of the Vati- 
can's intense efforts for peace.’ — 
Herbert L. Matthews in The New 
York Times of June 10, 1939, dis- 
patch from Rome. 

Europe can still save herself by 
her own efforts. A bilateral German- 
Polish and another bilateral Italo- 
French understanding, and the dawn 
of peace would show on the hori- 
zon. A conference restricted to the 
interested parties for a fair solution 
of the problems of colonies and raw 
materials, and the sun of peace 
would rise to the zenith. Is not this 
the august wish of Pope Pius? — 
from the Italian Catholic newspaper 
Avvenire d'Italia, as quoted in a 
Vatican City dispatch to The New 
York Times of June 4, 1939. 

Revival of papal peace action — 
defined by both American and Brit- 
ish newspapermen in Rome as an 
attempt to block conclusion of an 
alliance between the western de- 
mocracies and the Soviets or at 
least render it unnecessary—is con- 
sidered here as another in a series 
of Vatican acts combining defense 
of peace with defense of Fascism, 
at least in its Italian aspect... . 
Anti-clericals of France already are 
calling attention to the contrast be- 
tween jhe Pope's silence when the 
Czechs and Albanians were brutally 
conquered and his precipitation in 
seeking to encourage ‘compromises’ 
in the Danzig affair and in Italian 
territorial claims on France, which 
are likely to turn favorable to the 
totalitarian states, since neither Po- 
land nor France is asking anything 
but the observance of its treaty 
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tights—Edgar Ansel Mowrer in the 
Chicago Daily News of June 5, 1939, 
dispatch from Paris. 

On June 2, the Pope ex- 
pressed publicly his satisfac- 
tion with the replies from the 
different governments, and be- 
gan a new campaign. Monsig- 
nor Cortesi, Papal Nuncio in 
Warsaw, saw President Mos- 
cicki on June 14 and’ during 
that week held three iclks with 
Foreign Minister Josef Beck. 
What they talked about we do 
not know, but surely the Nun- 
cio advised against any Polish 
alliance with Russia, the only 
thing we now know, that could 
have saved Poland. And it was 
the Polish position, coupled 
with the fact that Britain after 
endless waiting finally sent to 
Moscow in August a second- 
rate military mission, that led 
to Russia’s signing with the 
Germans. D. N. Pritt, in his 
study of the events leading up 
to the Pact (Light on Moscow, 
Penguin, London, 1939), con- 
siders the Polish attitude deci- 
sive in the breaking-down of 
British - Russian negotiations. 
He writes: 

.. what seems really and finally 


to have brought the Soviet Govern- 
ment to the end of a very long pa- 
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tience, and convinced them that no 
pact would ever be signed was, 
firstly, in a minor but substantial 
degree the fact that the [British] 
military mission had no authority to 
make an agreement, and lastly and 
above all the attitude taken up by 
the Poles, which the British and 
French apparently did nothing to 
alter, to the question of military 
assistance from U.S.S.R. The Soviet 
representatives pointed out in the 
negotiations that, as the Soviet 
Union had no common frontier with 
Germany, it would be essential, if 
they were to render any military 
assistance to Poland, to have defi- 
nite arrangements for their troops 
to pass over Polish territory in order 
to make contact with the enemy, 
just as Great Britain and the U.S.A. 
had had in France in 1914-18. 
France and Great Britain undertook 
to make the necessary démarche in 
Warsaw to this end, and brought 
back the answer that the Polish 
Government did not require Soviet 
aid at all, would not accept it, and 
were adequately prepared to meet 
a German attack without it! ... 
Such an attitude on the part of the 
Polish Government, and acquies- 
cense in it by the French and Brit- 
ish, must seem, in the light of the 
tragic events of September, 1939, 
and especially of what we now 
know of the inadequacy of the Pol- 
ish preparations and equipment, to 
be not merely the rankest folly, but 
a cold-blooded sacrifice of thousands 
of Polish lives, and perhaps of many 
other valuable lives and interests 
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besides. It meant, moreover, that if 
war should break out after the 
U. S. S. R. had entered into a Pact 
to assist Poland, she would have 
had to wait behind her own fron- 
tiers whilst Germany destroyed Po- 
land without much hindrance from 
the Western democracies, and then 
meet on her own soil the formidable 
attack of several mass armies 
flushed by a tremendous victory. No 
one could expect her to do that, 
and indeed it is not easy to believe 
in the sincerity of negotiators who 
proposed such an agreement. The 
only hypotheses on which such con- 
duct can be explained are either 
that the Western democracies de- 
sired to embroil the U. S. S. R., in 
the event of war, with the main bur- 
den of the fight against Germany, 
or else that they did not want the 
Pact, and that they and Poland pre- 
ferred to risk the triumph of German 
Fascism and the destruction of the 
Polish state rather than be saved by 
a Socialist state. 

Meanwhile in the United 
States there developed a Cath- 
olic offensive against the pro- 
posed Soviet Alliance, an of- 
fensive that involved a revolu- 
tionary amendment io Amer- 
ica's foreign policy—a religious 
test for treaties and alliances. 
The Jesuit America, fountain- 
head for the reactionary Cath- 
olic line in the United States, 
on April 1 published an article 


by Thomas E. Davitt called 


oT 


June-July 


“Can We Ally With Russia in 
Case of War?” Mr. Davitt wrote: 


In the case of an alliance of 
the United States with Russia, an 
event which we sincerely trust will 
never occur, American Catholics (as 
well as English and French) would 
be faced with a problem of tremen- 
dous moment, one that might con- 
stitute a crisis in their individual 
lives. For if they were conscripted 
for milifary service in such a war, 
the question would immediately 
arise: are they bound in conscience 
to respond and take active part in 
a war the success of which cannot 
help but further the cause of Rus- 
sia, a country that stands for what 
is most violently opposed to all that 
they, as Catholics hold most valu- 
able in life? ... A choice, in such 
an instance, must be made between 
conflicting allegiances. On the one 
hand there is a clear and certain 
obligation of the Christian con- 
science to obey laws necessary for 
good government as the human ex- 
pression of the Divine Will; and 
obedience to conscription is an ap- 
plication of this duty and under the 
gravest of conditions. But there is 
also, according to the Christian con- 
science, another duty, one no less 
clear and certain, and it is to refuse 
obedience to any decree of human 
authority which is manifestly in con- 
tradiction to an obligation of natu- 
ral right or positive law of God. 
Consequently, whenever there is an 
apparent conflict of these two obli- 
gations, the latter must always 
prevail. 
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Mr. Davitt argues then on 
the qualities of the “just’’ and 
“unjust’’ war and concludes: 

Therefore, in the event that this 
military alliance should become an 
actuality, it seems most certain that 
Catholics would be justified in con- 
science in resisting conscription for 
military service. 

In this same issue, America 


declared editorially: 

While every Christian deeply 
deprecates the persecutions of the 
Nazis, every American Christian 
must be a conscientious objector in 
a World War, where the United 
States is an ally of atheistic Rus- 
sia. It can be said that he must re- 
fuse to be conscripted, even though 
he be executed for obeying God 
rather than Caesar. 

At about this same time, 
Bishop John A. Duffy of Buffalo, 
New York, said in a public 
statement: 

One almost loses control of him- 
self when discussing the possibility 
of identifying ourselves in even the 
remotest degree with Communist 
Russia. I say publicly here and now 
that if the United States ever joined 
in a foreign war on the side of So- 
viet Russia, I would advise every 
Catholic boy in the United States to 
refuse to serve. 


Bishop Duffy repeated this 
position on April 29: 

I again publicly state that I will 
oppose any movement in which 
Americans would join with an athe- 


istic government and I would be 
ready for any consequences which 
might result to myself for taking 
such a stand. 


This open threat of mutiny 
was immediately hailed in the 
Catholic press. In an editorial 
in America on May 6, we read: 

Across the clamor of wild talk 
about the salvation of democracies 
in Europe, the voice of the Most 
Rev. John A. Duffy, D.D., Bishop of 
Buffalo, comes like a _ refreshing 
breeze. 


The Sign in June declared 
that Bishop Duffy “was ex- 
pressing the Catholic mind on 
the subject when he declared 
that if the United States were 
manoeuvred into a war and 
had atheistic Russia as an ally 
he would tell Catholic youth 
not to join in such a conflict.” 

Father Coughlin in his broad- 
cast of April 23, 1939, declared 
“God bless Bishop Duffy for 
this heroic statement.” 

And Father Joseph F. Thorn- 
ing, now in South America 
on “good-neighbor” work en- 
dorsed by the Department of 
State, in various talks over the 
country declared his “opposi- 
tion to the entrance by the 
United States into any pact, un- 
derstanding or military alliance 
with the Soviet Union or with 
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any empire, such as Great 
Britain or France, that main- 
tained such relations with the 
Soviet.” 

Nor did Bishop Duffy stand 
alone in the hierarchy. An ava- 
lanche of similar statements 
rolled through Catholic press 
and pulpit, and the pro-Fas- 
cist Tablet, diocesan organ of 
Brooklyn, could declare in a 
front-page editorial on April 
29, 1939: 

Already Cardinal O'Connell, 
Archbishop Curley, Bishop Duffy, 
Bishop Noll, Bishop Shaughnessy 
and others have spoken out in ring- 
ing tones and demanded the United 
States mind its own business, give 
an example of peace, and above all 
avoid any alliance which would 
recognize world atheism. (Italics 
added.) 

A similar campaign was un- 
dertaken in England. Catholic 
organizations petitioned the 
government not to enter any 
Russian alliance. Patrick Scan- 
lan, managing editor of the 
Tablet of Brooklyn, wrote on 


May 6, 1939: 
The Catholic press of Great 
Britain warns the government 


against any deal with Communism. 
He quoted from “a militant 
front-page article’’ from The 
Catholic Times of London: 
The British Government seems 
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to be drifting into an alliance with 
Russia. Before it is too late, the 
Catholics of Britain must protest and ~ 
declare that they cannot unite them- 
selves to an atheistic dictatorship. 
The time for cant and hypocrisy is 
past. If the British Government is 
anxious to form a coalition of ‘peace- 
loving’ nations, then Russia is the 
very last nation to which it can 
turn. . . . Let the government be 
warned in time. If Britain fights in 
a military alliance with Russia, a 
case of conscience will arise to 
military conscription. A Russian al- 
liance means internal disunity at 
a time when national unity is es- 
sential. 


This campaign was undoubt- 


edly correlated with the diplo- 


matic activity of the Pope to 
defeat the Russian alliance. 
News of the mutinous attitude 
ot the Catholic hierarchy in the 
United States quickly reached 
Europe. In Fascist Italy it was 
used as follows, according to a 
Rome cable of June 7, to the 
Chicago Daily News: 

The / Fascist press, in general, 
has tried in recent days to create 
the impression that the church 
stands with the Axis against de- 
mocracy because of British negotia- 
tions with Russia. A typical in- 
stance is that of ‘I] Giornale d'Italia 
which prints the following state- 
ment: 


The moves of American diplo- 
macy in conjunction with the policy 
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now followed by the great European 
democracies in regard to the au- 
thoritarian powers arouse the most 
open disapproval of the American 
clergy, which shows itself clearly 
hostile, especially to any possible 
collaboration with the Soviets. The 
Bishop of Buffalo, Msgr. John A. 
Duffy, declares that should this hy- 
brid marriage be consummated, he 
must counsel young Catholics to 
abstain from military service. The 
Archbishop of Baltimore, Msgr. 
Michael J. Curley, has pronounced 
a speech violently attacking the 
peace treaties. The Bishop of Seattle, 
Msgr. Gerard O'Shaughnessy, mak- 
ing the same points, sharply at- 
tacked the methods of European 
diplomacy which is the origin and 
birth cause of the present evils. 

What such threats contrib- 
uted to the vacillating policy of 
Great Britain and to the dis- 
trust felt by the Soviet we do 
not know. But there is no 
denying that in the summer of 
1939 Europe had one chance 
for peace and that lay in a 
coalition strong enough to de- 
ter Hitler. The Vatican opposed 
that coalition. 

The Church threatened repri- 
sals against the Western liberal 
nations in case of a Russian 
alliance, but it made no threats 
against the Fascist countries, 
and when the Non-Aggression 
Pact with Russia was signed 
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by the Soviet Union and Ger- 
mony, the Church made no 
reprisals although calling the 
Pact an “alliance” throughout 
their press. During this propa- 
ganda campaign, the Church 
implied that if Great Britain 
and France should conclude 
the alliance, it would mean the 
loss of support in the Catholic 
countries. America declared in 
an editorial on June 3, 1939: 


The real menace of this whole 
business is not in what the Axis 
alliance may do to the rest of the 
world, but in the harm that the dem- 
ocratic nations will be driven to do 
to themselves as its result. The al- 
liance was announced at the exact 
moment when Chamberlain was 
veering full sail into the arms of a 
complete military alliance with Mos- 
cow ... By this very. choice, Spain, 
Portugal, Poland, Hungary are to be 
swept into the Axis orb. 


But the alliance was not 
completed. And did the Cath- 
olic nations support the West- 
ern liberal nations? They did 
not. Nor did these Catholic ele- 
ments who had fought in the 
United States against the So- 
viet Allicnce, support the West- 
ern liberal nations. For, this 
political church, like the Fascist 
countries, is both anti-Com- 
munist and anti-liberal. 


VITAL LITERATURE 


SouTH OF Gop, by Cedric Belfrage. Modern Age, New York. $2.50. 


HIS is the story of the growth 

of a soul and of the judg- 
ment of a man upon a civiliza- 
tion gone mad and upon a 
church gone soft. 

Claude Williams was born 
in the Tennessee Hill country. 
He was reared in a climate of 
spiritual determinism, race pre- 
judice and clan loyalty. He de- 
veloped within these hard 
shells, breaking them one after 
another, learning to find his 
way in the world of thought 
and his place in history. It is 
drama of the first order, a thrill- 
ing story of conflict, internal 
and external, in which the pro- 
tagonist striken by the love of 
man for man, successfully en- 
gages one after another the 
enemies of that love. 

“I had had a rare experi- 
ence,” 
had met Williams, ‘I had met 
a Christian. There was nothing 
I could do but write about it.” 

Some churchmen insisting 
on the exact orthodoxy of their 
“Christians’’ will say, indeed 
have said, that Belfrage did 
not know a Christian when he 


Beltrage said after he . 


saw one and that Williams is 
not a Christian. And they may 
congratulate themselves on 
being speciously correct; for 
Belfrage had come to the con- 
clusion that ‘good’ consisted 
of a certain kind of social or- 
der, whereas they know with 
their minds that “good” con- 
sists of praise of Gad and that 
a social order will be but one 
means to the end of the praise 
of God. It is possibe too, that 
Claude Williams himself may 
have been guilty of forgetting 
to praise God with words, in 
the bitter stress of praising Him 
with deeds. 

The mystic’s or the child's 
insight is needed here to point 
out that a man may be so 
close to God in a shoulder to 
shoulder relationship that he 
may momentarily lose the face 
to face relationship, especially 
when many of the most urgent 
singers of “face to face’’ have 
busied themselves in hindering 
his work. Williams bears in his 
body the witness of his act of 
love. His theory may waver, 
but his life moves straight and 
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inexorable as an arrow to its 
mark. Let learned theorists re- 
member that Jesus too had his 
atheist mood. 


Belfrage is typical of those 
disillusioned sons of the Church 
who through no fault of their 
own but through the fault of 
the Church have, as he says, 
“associated religion with 
starch.” Williams had been 
able to remain within the 
Church. He was a minister, 
and could sympathize with 
ministers, knowing their temp- 
tations. He had been able 
through the medium of the 
Church to develop his own 
intellectual life, to escape the 
taboos and medievalisms of 
his youth. He had been able 
to use the social program of 
his church (Presbyterian) as a 
charter for his social interpre- 
tation of the Gospel. And there- 
fore although he was impelled 
to write to the Presbytery, “I 
have been so busy doing what 
I feel the Master would have 
me do in behalf of the hungry, 
naked and sick multitudes that 
I have had no time to bother 
with the ecclesiatical machin- 
ery you brethren so efficiently 
and effectively run,” neverthe- 
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less he had never renounced 
the Church. For he realized, as 
Belfrage would find it more 
difficult to realize, the debt he 
owned to the tradition on which 
the Church had nourished him. 


And in a Church theology is 
necessary. But its job is largely 
negative, a police job, always 
a servant's job. We have neg- 
lected this job to our present 
peril. But equal peril awaits 
us if we lose perspective. Jesus 
comes before Paul, Francis be- 
fore Aquinas. The free need 
little theology. A song will do 
them. The bound need a the- 
ology to show them where they 
are bound, yet never to free 
them. 


But the doer shall infect men 
with God. The doer and the 
tale of the deed. That is what 
Belfrage has done in this tale. 
For Belfrage is caught by Wil- 
liams as truly as he catches 
Williams and thus the tale puts 
freedom’s ‘thrall upon those 
readers who are _ teachable. 
Belfrage, the emancipated, dis- 
illusioned modern, is taken 
captive by Williams, the reli- 
gious man. Do you not see a 
bridge here from Peter Wust’'s 
negative positivist forward to 
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the new religious man? Here is 
the stuff of that bridge. It is not 
for Williams to square his life 
with theory. It is for theory to 
accommodate itself to this fact, 
this life. 

For Belfrage Williams may 
be another illusion. For Fas- 
cists, he will be an enemy to 
be whipped. For Communists, 
he will be a tool to be used. 
For Christians, he is a new 
courage, new strength, and for 
a Christian world his work is 
essential. 


Space allows but brief indi- 
cation of what this work is. It 
is Williams’ contention that by 
and large the Church is not 
carrying the democratic meat 
of the Gospel to the people 
who desperately need it to 
bring in the Democracy of God. 
So he goes to the grass-roots 
preachers “who work during 
the week with the people they 
preach to on Sunday; who 
know one Book, and know it 
well.” 

Williams says: 

These people in tents, in win- 
dowless churches, in deserted school 
houses, in ruined saw mills in the 
woods are speaking every Sunday 


to Dixie: to the people Fascism must 
use if it is to succeed ... we can 
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leave them right where they are in 
the doctrinal beliefs and add some- 
thing. Through them, every man 
must hear the democratic message 
in the language to which he is 
born. 

One of these grass-roots 
preachers at an Institute meet- 
ing said: 

God is love, and without love no 
man can see the Kingdom. Some- 
one said to me, ‘Do you love the 
planters?’ Well I don't love the 
planters’ ways. We are commanded 
to love the brethren. I believe the 
union is one of the greatest forces 
in the world as to bringing people 
together and Christianizing them. 

Yes, the union. As crude as 
the cross, and as frail as flesh! 
And as bloody, when broken 
upon the cross. For unions 
mean distress and controversy 
and dispute and persecution 
and name-calling and betrayal 
of friendship and the splitting 
wide open of families and 
churches. Yet Williams insists 
on the flesh, the incarnation, 
the living resolution of all dia- 
lectics in the act, in this case 
the union. So Williams becomes 
the conscience of the modern 
Protestant world, confronting it 
with the flesh of its own dream, 
shaming it into new life. 

This story is more significant 
than the stories of ameliatory 
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missions, more significant even 
than the fascinating stories of 
Christian ‘“cell’’ movements 
such as that in Iona, Scotland, 
because Williams attacks the 
modern body of society in its 
nerve centre, in a vital location. 
His “cell” is not an isolated 
spot but is situated right on a 
line of communication. 


He thus challenges the whole 


of democracy and implies in. 


his action that democracy must 
be Christian to survive. This is 
very important. In a sense the 
social gospel is “rationalizing” 
the individual gospel as the 
machine “rationalized” the 
handloom. But Williams is more 
than a social gospeller. He in- 
carnates in his own person the 
hurt of hurt Negroes and of 
stunted and starved poor 
whites. He is one of them. He 
lifts the social gospel into a 
new dimension. He identifies 
himself with the submerged 
people of the plantation South 


and he sows the dream of an 
abundant life in their hearts 
and he is beaten and jailed 
and thrown out of his church 
and called a Communist. 


This is the story of a man be- 
coming lost with the lost that 
they may be found. It is quite 
simply the story of Jesus, the 
best story we have, the human 
story, the divine story, the one 
we sing about and paint pic- 
tures about and build cathe- 
drals about, and write the- 
ologies about. But this came 
first. This is the Word. The 
words came afterwards. 


The artistry of Mr. Belfrage’s 
portrait can hardly be over- 
praised. Rapidly he sketches 
the background, and then he 
allows the man Williams to 
stand forth, alive, in sharp re- 
lief. It will be indeed too bad 
if this book should become 
even momentarily lost in the 
contemporary flood of print. 


KENNETH LESLIE 
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SYNOPSIS OF FOREGOING CHAPTERS OF 
“LETMYVPEOPEEIGO? 


“I had had a rare experience. I had met a Christian. There 
was nothing I could do but write about it.” This was Claude 
Williams, founder and director of the Peoples’ Institute of Applied 
Religion. 


Born in the very poorest part of the hungry South, Claude 
grew up in an environment of strict Calvinism, intense race 
prejudice and clannishness. Mustered out of the army atter the 
World War, Williams heard and answered the call to the min- 
istry. He attended Bethel Seminary and became Minister in the 
Auburntown churches where he gradually shed his literalistic 
fundamentalism and grew to a new understanding of God. It 
was here, too, that he shed his racial prejudice and came to 
understand its economic aspect. But the pious Elders of the Church 
failed to approve of a “nigger loving’’ preacher carrying a 
strange God into the field of social and economic relationships 
and it became increasingly evident that Claude could not con- 
tinue his activities in Auburntown. God came to the rescue with 
a new challenge in the shape of a small mining town called 
Paris, in western Arkansas. The church there was a stagnant 
institution and around it nine-tenths of the people were starva- 
tion poor. The church needed a minister, the people a leader. 


Settled in Paris, Claude introduced his God — and each 
Sunday his congregation grew. The manse became a sort of 
mad-house with a floating population of young and old who 
came to consult and discuss. The Presbyterian Church of Paris 
had taken on new life and Claude was its heart-beat. Many loved 
him. Some feared him and thought his doctrines dangerous. 
Skeptics among the miners shook their heads. 


“You got plenty o’ say-so, preacher,” one said, “What we 
want to know is, have you got any do-so?” 


Sly 
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CHAPTERS: EROM THE LIFE OF 
CLAUDE WILLIAMS 


(Continued) 
By CEDRIC BELFRAGE 


And I will bring back the captivity of my people Israel, 
and they will build the waste cities, and inhabit them; 
and they shall plant vineyards and drink the wine 
thereot; they shall also make gardens, and eat the fruit 
of them. And I will plant them upon their land, and 
they shall no more be plucked up out of their land 
which I have given them, saith Jehovah thy God. 

—Amos 


Never have anything to do with those who pretend to 
have dealings with the supernatural.—CoNFUCIUS 


HE GREAT mystery of the Depression befogged the world. 
The machine had broken down, and on the Paris court- 
house square it was the same as in every community gathering- 
place of city and village. The human waste of the machine 
squatted and lounged, watching each other disintegrate. 


They wanted to go out and produce what they needed, they 
knew how to produce it, there was nothing to stop them produc- 
ing it except the padlocks and guns of the men who cried: 
“There is no profit in it!” 


The miner's condition had been bad before and now grew 
worse every day. If they did not dig coal there was no way for 
them to get food and clothing for their families. Their women 
went out to the slag-heaps for remnants of coal to keep the thin, 
bare limbs of the children from freezing. In the diggers’ hearts 
bitter despair grew. It was cold on the square and there was 
nothing to talk about, but they could not bring themselves to go 
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home and listen to the women and children complaining. They 
played cards and snooker mechanically and endlessly, but there 
was little spirit in them for play when there was no work. 


Claude knew how to laugh about most things, but the sense- 
lessness of this sometimes reduced him to black rage. God had 
given the people only time, and that they were forced to waste. 
There was a great Kingdom of joy and plenty to be built, and 
here was the brawn that should be building it, left to atrophy. 


The people were impotent because the breakdown was a 
Chinese puzzle that they could not understand, and nobody 
cared to enlighten them because to understand the puzzle would, 
for them, have been to want to smash it. The preachers called 
the puzzle God; it paid their rent and grocery bills, and they 
wanted it smashed no more than the mine-owners and landlords. 
To drown reason, they intoned their message more loudly: “Let 
Jesus into your hearts!” 


There was no organization for relief of the people’s hunger. 
A palsied Welfare Association was unable to collect from the 
well-to-do enough clothing to cover the children’s nakedness. 
Children were staying away from school because they had no 
clothes or shoes. Many of the others went barefoot and in rags 
to learn the daily lesson of reverence for the machine that re- 
duced them to that condition. School siarted on alternate morn- 
ings with the chanting of “My Country ‘Tis of Thee, Fair Land of 
Liberty’’ and ‘‘Arkansas, How I Love Thee.” 


Pillars of the community who had a stake in the machine 
could not hide such great and dire poverty from themselves. 
They were sorry about it, but said that these were hard times 
for all. They bolstered up their spirits by talk of better times 
around the corner. Believing fervently as they did in the super- 
naturalism of the Bible, they were rarely troubled by rational 
considerations about anything. If Jesus could walk on the water 
by the power of faith, if God could rain manna from heaven 
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upon his hungry children, then faith could repair the profit ma- 
chine and run it once again as smoothly as ever. They had great 
faith and worked it hard. 


But among them were some who felt that the immediate 
problem must be tackled. Of these was Carey, the owner of the 
movie show just off the square. Finding Carey sympathetic, 
Claude planned with him a Sunday afternoon show to get money 
for clothing and shoes for the children. 


It was a community matter, and Claude went to the Parent 
Teachers Association and the Kiwanis businessmen’s fraternity 
to ask their co-operation. The Parent Teachers said that with 
moral standards breaking down everywhere this was no time to 
be inviting Satan into their town. Dr. Smith of the Kiwanis said: 
“I do not know whether your proposition would come under the 
head of a religious or political document, but in either case we 
cannot discuss it.” 


The other ministers of Paris were becoming seriously 
alarmed about the immorality of the Presbyterian newcomer. 
The orgy at the hell-hole had undermined the moral tone of the 
young people, leading some of the flower of Baptist youth astray. 
And the Campbellite minister had never forgotten the Sunday 
evening when fourteen of his most promising youngsters had 
walked out in a body and gone over to the poolroom church, 
where three of them had now become candidates for the Pres- 
byterian ministry, to go forth and deceive the people into bap- 


tism by sprinkling. 


In such a crisis it was necessary for the believers in im- 
mersion backwards to make common cause with the believers 
in immersion sideways against the arch-enemy. And so the 
guardians of foursquare faith united in circulating a petition 
against the Sunday show. The petition did not mention what the 
object of the show was, for this was not important: it was a 
question of principle. Nearly half the adults in Paris signed the 
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petition, when the issue was put squarely and bluntly up to their 
souls. 


The Baptist pastor came to the manse one day and lectured 
Claude for an hour and forty minutes on Christian morality. He 
asked Claude whether he believed in the divinity of Jesus. 


“Yes,” Claude said, “but not the deity.” 


“What's the difference? There is such a thing, brother 
Williams, as not being converted.” 


Claude laughed and slapped him on the back. 


“Brother,” he said, “I was converted away from the things 
you are preaching five years ago.” 


Next Sunday the Baptist preached a warning to his flock 
that the Presbyterian minister did not believe in the divinity of 
Jesus. 


It was not so funny when Claude considered what was at 
stake. He sat down and hammered out a piece on his typewriter, 
and went down to the newspaper offices with it. It was a stinging 
piece about the Kiwanis and other leading Christians of Paris 
who, though they themselves drove in their cars to Fort Smith 
for Sunday shows and golf, had signed the petition against a 
show in Paris for the destitute children. He wrote that at last he 
began to agree with the fundamentalists in denying man’s 
descent from monkeys. The pillars of Paris, at any rate, were 
apparently evolved from the ostrich. 


The editors said they would print the article only if Claude 
paid for space at usual advertising rates. Claude said if that was 
the way of it he would have the piece mimeographed with an 
explanatory note and circulate it himself all over town. The 
editors gave, in. It was a small victory, but it relieved Claude’s 
feelings a little. 


“I was plenty obnoxious,” he told Joyce when he returned 
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home. ‘But not half as obnoxious as | feel. Funny thing is they 
act as if they liked me.” 


“Funny thing is, they do,’ said Joyce. “Only they wish they 
Cliclianies: 

The article showed the people for the first time what the 
real issue was. Their narrow attitude had been due solely to 
ignorance. Houser, a County Superintendent of Schools whose 
boy was one of Claude’s gang, said that before the article three- 
quarters of the population were ready to mob Claude, but atter it 
three-quarters were ready to mob the opposition. Now the Ameri- 
can Legion agreed to sponsor the show. A Sunday was set, but 
on the morning of the day it was found the town electric plant 
was out of order. The following Sunday it was out of order again. 
The electric plant seemed to be connected in some way with the 
Baptist church. So once again the majority did not get its way. 


The conflict between the old religion and the new emerged 
again every time a Parisian died. There were two undertakers in 
Paris, competing keenly one with the other. In order that none of 
the ministers should seem to be favouring either one, it had be- 
come the custom for every minister to help conduct every funeral. 
Claude fell in with the custom although his God was not a God 
of the dead and he was really too busy with the living. One time 
a young fugitive from the law, who had killed a man in a boot- 
leggers’ brawl and then had his brains blown out in cold blood 
by the police, had to be buried. The body lay in the undertaking 
parlour for days, and as nobody else would preach his funeral, 
Claude agreed to do it alone. A great crowd gathered, expecting 
Claude to preach the youth to hell. Instead of that Claude de- 
clared before them all that society was the criminal, and ended 
by preaching everyone to hell except the youth. The other min- 
isters now decided that Claude must never be asked to preach 
another funeral, but must confine himself to praying at the 
services. Then one of the banks closed its doors as thousands of 
others were doing all over the country, and the sheriff, who had 
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all his savings in it, killed himself. When it came Claude's turn 
to offer up a prayer at the funeral, he started to tell God his ideas 
about it. He said that this was a case of an inside bank robbery 
which resulted in murder, and that the murderers were right 
there in the audience. He went on in this strain for twenty 
minutes and said all that he would have said had he been asked 
to preach. After this he was rarely asked to take part in funeral 
services. 


He knew the thing he was fighting was not moral prejudice 
nor theological prejudice but an economic system: not a local 
force but a world force. All these struggles, great and small, that 
were going on in the world were linked together. The United 
States was a country with five apples for every hundred people: 
ninety-six people had an apple between them and the other four 
had an apple each. The four did not have bellies big enough to 
hold an apple each, but because they were corporations whose 
mainspring was profit they were forced to work for a still more 
unjust distribution of the wealth. They had more than they could 
eat, but blind forces drove them to fulfil Jesus’ prophecy by tak- 
ing away from them that had not even that which they had. In 
the rich year of 1929 the two hundred great corporations con- 
trolling the production and distribution system had paid less in 
wages than in the previous year, though their profits were more 
than half as big again. The same forces that moulded and con- 
trolled this Christian unchristianity made it a sin to clothe the 
naked of Paris. Those forces were making the world a shambles 
of hate and murder and despair, but, by whatever means, the 
man foolhardy enough to name the real criminals by name must 
be silenced. 


Claude had decisively rejected all possibility of a Christian 
capitalist society. He had also now rejected the Gandhi idea of 
salvation through a return to the simple life. God had created 
men upright, and men had sought out many inventions, and he 
believed in men’s power to rule their inventions and themselves. 
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Even if it were possible for such a country as the United States to 
turn back from the machine, the idea betrayed a lack of faith in 
the God in man. As an organizer for the Socialist Party, Claude 
was working openly for abolition of the profit system. In his 
church he started a policy of handing over the pulpit to some 
labour or socialist leader on the third Sunday of each month. Yet 
despite his frank social and political heresy the spontaneous 
tendency of nearly everyone, even of those he most vigorously 
attacked, was to like him. He had such a way with him that he 
could stick his neck out farther than most people before getting 
hit on the head. 


A stranger watching him walk through the streets of Paris, 
passing the time of day with this citizen and that, would have 
said that here was a man loved by all classes. His warm candid- 
ness disarmed his enemies when they were face to face with him. 
He loved people because his first article of faith was that the 
divine was in every man. He loved his enemies because he was 
capable of hating the forces that crushed the divine in men. And 
apart from the great mass of toilers for whom any social change 
must be for the better because their condition could hardly be 
worse, only a few people in the district were not his enemies. The 
force of selfish interest prevailed, as prevail it must in a world 
that was not of God. The crazy social structure gave little protec- 
tion or security to any one, but as its declared assailant he could 
not strike at any brick in it without antagonizing all who feared 
some other structure might give them even less. 


What crystallized and sharpened the antagonism was the 
help he gave the miners in reorganizing their union. Howell, Bert 
Loudermilk, Red Turnipseed and other more advanced and 
determined miners came many times to the manse to discuss and 
draw up plans. The men had little education, and the preacher 
led the discussions and wrote their letters and drew up resolu- 
tions for them. He went about to the various mines in the district 
talking union in terms of Christianity. The foundations were care- 
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fully laid and at every mine enthusiasm flowered. Over the 
signature, “Claude Williams, a Fool by Calling and Preference,”’ 
articles appeared in the papers explaining to the small-merchant 
and professional and farmer groups why unions were not only 
Christian but to the general advantage of the community. 


Once he wrote: 


“If 1 were a coal operator, stockholder or industrial leader 
I would patriotically oppose Trade Unionism. In this I would 
have the militia, the law and the Supreme Court on my side. 
Having been taught in public school, high school and college the 
myths that all heroes have been military men, that ours is a 
Christian nation and our most perfect law is founded upon the 
Christian Bible and that ‘property right’ is one of our most sacred 
principles, I would believe myself to be right. 


“Trade Unionism takes the insane and radical position that 
the human element is the important factor in industry; that in- 
dustry should be re-adjusted so as to serve society instead of 
merely enriching the individual; that the man who invests skill 
and brawn should receive a just return for his investment; that the 
man who merely invests his money, which he may have in- 
herited or stolen, is by no means the greatest investor. 


“There were as many deaths from industrial accidents in 
America during the eighteen months after the Armistice as from 
enemy bullets during the eighteen months before. Most of these 
were the result of greedy carelessness on the part of industrialists 
in their mad race for phenomenal profits. 


“Constructive unionism would demand a compensation for 
industrial hazards so high that I would be forced to eliminate all 
death-traps, leg-breakers and human sausage-mills’ from my 
concern. This would reduce my chance of making an unreason- 
able and unjust profit without regard to human life or social wel- 
fare. The Nazarene taught that a man was a greater value than a 
dumb brute. But industrialism dubs Him as an impractical ideal- 
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ist whose teachings are only to be indifferently repeated to 
Sunday School children. The mere human beings who risk their 
necks and limbs can be replaced for a pittance upon which their 
wives and babes will continue to starve—provided unionism is 
defeated. Therefore, as a loyal one-hundred-percenter and a 
good institutional Christian or as an avowed savage, I would 
oppose unionism. 


“Then, too, if I should decide to violate my Bureau or Asso- 
ciation and undersell my competitor, I could again reduce the 
wage of my working-men and thereby secure a margin of profit 
which would enable me to cripple my competitor, paralyse the 
business of the town and make a profit for absentee stockholders 
who may live in Kansas City or China. And if there should be a 
concerted effort on the part of the labourers to organize and force 
recognition of their union, I would also circulate counterfeit con- 
tracts, fallacious reports and threats about drawing the pumps 
and letting ‘the damned holes fill up with water.’ 


“Unionism demands that no industry shall be permitted to 
maintain a thousand or two semi-starved men, women and 
children in each of a hundred communities, in a perpetual state 
of pellagra, cholera, dysentery and indecency. To maintain 
union standards would reduce my chances of becoming a 
wealthy man at the expense of society. And individual wealth, 
regardless of how it is secured, is the measure of success in our 
system. Therefore I would oppose unionism.” 


The time came when throughout the field the union spirit 
burned fierce in the coal-diggers, so that when officials of the 
United Mine Workers of America came to join forces with 
Claude’s group, to set up locals at every mine, there could be 
born almost overnight a stronger organization than had existed 
before. In the patient building up of this atmosphere the preacher 
of Paris had travelled thousands of miles back and forth through 
the field. The mine-owners had enough troubles already taking 
care of their plunging stocks and shares, and as soon as they 
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heard a hint of their workers organizing they resisted violently, 
bringing in paid gunmen from the cities. It was a situation that 
workers’ organizations had had to face everywhere in their early 
stages, and Claude was not deterred by it, though often he had 
to hold meetings in the dark so the men could attend without the 
bosses’ spies identifying them. 

No sooner was the union reorganized than a strike was 
called for recognition throughout the western Arkansas and 
eastern Oklahoma field. Claude gave every moment he could 
spare to the strike, driving by day and night from one field to 
another. He took no thought for his own accommodation, eating 
rarely and irregularly and sleeping where he flopped, often on 
the floor of a miner’s overcrowded cabin. He found the miners 
and their families enduring great privations everywhere: at 
Russellville, Clarksville, Spadra, Jenny Lind, Midland, and over 
the Oklahoma line at Poteau and Hartshorne. 


He had learned to know the miners well and he could give 
them a message to temper their morale and faith in their cause. 
He took the Bible and showed that God was in the union. It was 
God who had called the first strike, he said, back there in Egypt 
when Moses led the brickmakers. He quoted the parable of the 
rich man who did not grow a crop, did not dig coal, but claimed 
all the fruits of others’ work: so the death sentence was passed 
upon him. “Woe unto you that are full for ye shall be hungry. 
Woe unto you if men speak well of you.” 


Jesus, he said, had come to tell men that the world was go- 
ing to be turned upside down, inside out and hinderpart before, 
making the last first and the first last. He had blessed the poor 
and those that hungered and thirsted after righteousness: not be- 
cause it was a virtue to be poor but because it was the poor’s 
destiny, since only they could understand the necessity and 
inevitability of it, to lead the way forward into the Kingdom of 
God on earth. Great is your name in heaven’’—in the new godly 
society. And through the union, which gave strength to the weak, 
the change had to be made. 
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The miners were amazed at his words because it had 
seemed to many of them that they had God as well as the bosses 
to fight, and that was why some of them had turned heathen. 
When they heard the Paris preacher, the heathen element said 
that this God was all right with them; and the religious element, 
some of whom had hung back in doubt of the ethical position, 
threw reservations aside and said they were ready to go all the 
way with the union. 


It was not the preacher’s words alone that brought this 
about. The men were impressed by his physical example. They 
knew, as only people in their condition could know, the implica- 
tions of what he was doing. He had placed himself without re- 
serve at the disposal of the union and its officials, and he had 
never been called upon in vain. He was one of them and showed 
it by sharing everything. They recognized it by electing him a 
union member. 


He was taking great physical risks. The mines near which 
he spoke were being worked by scab labour brought from out- 
side under protection of hired gunmen. He did not get shot, but 
the month after he made his first public speech favouring the 
strike he did not receive the half of his salary which the local 
church members were supposed to pay him. There was some 
delay in collecting the money, the elders explained, and it would 
soon be straightened out. But another month ended with the 
strike still on, and he still received nothing. 


Outwardly the leading citizens of Paris, including the mine- 
owners, were as friendly to him as ever. They made no open 
issue of his work for the strike. Some of them even complimented 
him on his article in the paper calling for a five-year plan for 
Paris, to be worked out at a joint conference of all the com- 
munity’s organizations. The piece was an attack on anarchy, and 
they sincerely believed they were as much against it as he was. 
But he was not merely writing and speaking, but doing. He was 
known all over Arkansas now for his active flouting of the re- 
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spectable mores, for his refusal to compromise on any front. And 
he constantly gave them opportunities to attack him on moral 
and ethical grounds. The more actively he worked for bread 
and security for the people, the more violent such attacks be- 
came. One time he wrote a letter to a friend, who sent it to the 
editor of the Denver Post, and it was published. 


“Iam (he had written) a minister in Arkansas, where the 
funny-monkeyists monkey and the fundamentalists fundle, where 
they pass Anti-Evolution Bills and Anti-Sunday Baseball Bills— 
and let miners and other workmen die without compensation; 
where they begin religion at the far end, where a houseful of 
children who can neither be fed nor clothed is the ‘will of God’ 
and sex education or intelligent birth control is immoral. I am 
drawing fire for preaching a series of sermons on the latter now. 
Last week the school board voted against a gymnasium on the 
ground that it might be used by the Parent Teachers Association 
for dances, since such are included on their national pro- 
gramme.” 


The letter was picked up by the Paris Progress, and 
reprinted under the heading 


ARKANSAS RECEIVES SOME MORE GOOD (?) ADVERTISING 


It was the editor’s way of expressing the leading citizens’ 
thought that Claude was now committing the unforgivable sin: 
biting the hand that owed him the money for his food. 


It was tactless of the preacher, but he could not find it in 
himself to compromise with the old God who opposed men’s 
struggle ito fill their bellies. He organized a Sunday afternoon 
baseball game in behalf of the children of the unemployed. When 
the announcements went up, the local Prosecuting Attorney 
called at the manse and said that seventy-five members of the 
Baptist church had asked him to prosecute Claude if the game 
were played. 
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“Do your duty, Dick,”’ Claude said to him, “and I'll do mine. 
You are a candidate for re-election, aren't you? I'll be on the field 
Sunday with the boys.” 


On Sunday afternoon five hundred miners assembled, half 
of them at the ball park and half at the jail to see there was no 
trouble. The teams played their game undisturbed and the police 
stayed indoors. The proceeds went to help families that had 
reached the pellagra stage of starvation. 


Attacks were also being directed against his theological 
heresies. He learned that Dr. Gillespie was receiving complaints 
not only about the pool table and dances and birth-control ser- 
mons, but about his atheistic repudiation of supernatural belief. 
He was concerned by this, for the encouragement he had re- 
ceived from Dr. Gillespie had meant much to him. He could not 
have taken so aggressive a line if he had not known that, while a 
large element in Presbyterianism was still serving the old God, 
there was a growing group even in the high places that was 
ready for realistic, prophetic religion. 


Gillespie wrote from Little Rock in the same friendly way 
as ever, but implied that other officials of the Presbytery were 
unhappy about the Paris situation. He advised Claude to proceed 
more cautiously in his retreat from the supernatural position. 


Claude wrote back: 


“T had intended to write you at some length in regard to my 
position on the ‘supernatural,’ but, Doctor, there is something 
nauseating about this affair. It seems so petty. Yet it has been 
exaggerated to such proportions that one might infer that there 
is someone who really knows something about the subject. I 
should like to meet such a person—if such there is or has been 
from pithecanthropus erectus to Einstein. But let him not be 
dogmatic about SUPER-nature until he can first tell me what 
Nature is. So far, I know nothing about the supernatural. If man 
can know the supernatural, then man is supernatural. The super- 
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natural thus becomes the natural and vice versa, forcing a 
paradox the only solution to which, it seems to me, is that one of 
the terms is a misnomer.” 


A week later Gillespie wrote: 


“There is no disposition by anybody to quibble on the- 
ological terms. You have the sympathetic interest of the members 
of your Presbytery in the work that you are doing in Paris. While 
I have no disposition to dictate as to your choice of methods in 
your work, yet I must insist that whatever your provocation—and 
doubtless it was great—it was not the part of wisdom or discre- 
tion or in keeping with the dignity of the Presbyterian Church or 
any other Church, to advertise your Sunday night service with 
a poster headed ‘Our Dance At The Hell-Hole Presbyterian 
Church 


For about a minute after he read this letter and considered 
the implications of it with regard to certain pious citizens of 
Paris, Claude groaned with a loud voice and tore his hair. 


He had no time to compose himself for a reply because 
Red Turnipseed came with Howell and some other miners to dis- 
cuss plans for the great workers’ demonsiration at Fort Smith. 
The trifling question of his own standing with his Church had to 
be pushed aside. 


The demonstration took place a few days later. Thousands 
of men who had been tossed aside by the social machine came 
into Forth Smith in trucks, in wagons, on foot. They formed a pro- 
cession with banners demanding work and bread, and marched 
down broad Garrison Street through the heart of Arkansas’ second 
city. It was the biggest labour demonstration there had ever been 
in the middle South. 


Next day a four-inch report on page thirteen of the Fort 
Smith Times-Record admitted that the procession took over an 
hour to pass the office. 
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Sharing the miners’ struggle with them day by day, sitting 
in on their councils, learning to know these gristly toilers whom 
society buried and forgot, Claude’s pride in his own working- 
class origin grew; likewise his confidence in workers’ organiza- 
tions as instruments of change. 


They were fine people, the miners. They were the salt of 
the earth linked in a fellowship of sweat and pride. And it seemed 
to Claude that, though the Presbyterian Church of Paris might be 
good enough for the Presbyterian old guard to worship in, it was 
less than good enough for the miners and farm labourers and un- 
employed to hold union meetings in. The union represented for 
him the’ nobility of the human spirit, the one increasing purpose 
of the prophets. ; 

And out of talks with the miners as he shot pool with them 
came a big idea, a plan crystallizing all the aspirations of the 
people for a social rebirth there in the hills of western Arkansas. 
It was a plan to go out and quarry the stone of Arkansas, and 
build with it a great temple in the half-acre of ground adjoining 
the present church. 


The plan was collectively conceived and collectively it 
grew like a snowball swiftly rolling. The temple would be dedi- 
cated to the unlimited, living, growing God of love and justice, 
the God beyond sect or race. They would call it the Proletarian 
Church and Labour Temple. It would be built by the people 
without a dollar of capitalist money, and it would be for the 
people: a union hall, a gymnasium, a temple of culture, study, 
worship and recreation. 


Through the hungry people of the district ran a current of 
enthusiasm for the plan, unifying employed and unemployed, 
striker and small enterpriser, farmer and miner, Negro and white. 
In unexpected places it awoke some dormant spirit. An architect 
contributed blueprints for a fine, massive building. Small busi- 
ness men offered free sand and gravel, paint, electrical and 
plumbing work. Miners, farmers, masons and carpenters, white 
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and coloured, pledged free labour. To buy cement for the foun- 
dation Claude cashed in two of the four life-insurance policies 
on which he had been paying since Auburntown days. And 
less than a month after the birth of the idea, construction began. 


Striking miners came by the truckload from fields as far as 
thirty miles away. There would be shifts of as many as eighty 
men on the job. In the midst of the lot a great wooden cross was 
set up, and a banner placed on it with the words: 


THAT THEY MIGHT HAVE LIFE, 
AND HAVE IT MORE ABUNDANTLY 


The men worked like coolies around the cross, digging 
eight hundred feet of three-foot trench, hauling in tons of rock 
which they had quarried. Running and singing, they toiled on 
sometimes till nearly dawn. Among them worked the preacher, 
handling the stone, hauling sand and cement. In five days over 
four hundred work-hours had been contributed, They sang at 
their work because they were building something for themselves, 
something symbolic of their union comradeship and the hopes 
they placed in it for a Kingdom. 


The reactions of Presbyterian officials to the plan varied. 
When Dr. Heiner, Moderator of the Fort Smith Presbytery, came 
through Paris, Claude showed him pictures of the Proletarian 
Church as it would look when finished. 


“What?” said Dr. Hefner. “A church with that name? I don't 


believe in class churches.”’ | 


“Well, you have one,” Claude said. i 
“No, All classes can come to my church.” 
“Sure they can. But they don't.” 


Dr. Gillespie understood the spirit of the enterprise at once 
and was enthusiastic. He promised to help with some money 
from the Board of Missions. Claude thanked him, but did not 


Luly 


= ae. 


194] LET MY PEOPLE GO 87 


push the matter. He wondered whether such aid might not tie 
his hands, forcing him to be conservative for the sake of an in- 
stitution. He wanted the Temple to be free of institutions linked 
with the existing social system, because any institution was by 
its nature more conservative than any unit in it. 


Meanwhile the Presbyterian elders of Paris were looking 
on in surprise. Since this strange new God of their preacher's 
was capable of inspiring the miners and unemployed to build 
them a new church for nothing, they were not going to stand in 
the way. They were as startled as Dr. Hefner by the name Claude. 
proposed for the church, and the document he prepared setting 
forth its aims seemed to them wild, irresponsible and almost 
meaningless. But apparently it was the basis upon which the 
miracle of free labour was taking place, and powerful forces 
in the national Church seemed to favour it. The pressure of mass 
enthusiasm was so great that the Colonel on the church board, 
who was the district’s State Assembly-man, had to co-operate. 
So the other board members also signed Claude’s nine-point 
programme for the Proletarian Church, dedicating it: 


“To apply the teachings of Jesus to all phases of life, 
spiritual, social, recreational, educational, industrial; 


“To proclaim the dignity of labour and the creation of the 
life abundant for all without regard to race, colour, caste, sex or 
creed; 


“To stand for the sacredness of personality, and to consider 
the human factor as the most important element in industry; 


“To protest the destruction of human life, whether by war, 
capital punishment, mobs, police, hazardous conditions in indus- 
try, insufficient wages or inadequate relief; 


< 


“To proclaim the Kingdom of God—meaning an order of 
righteousness, equality and brotherhood in which suffering from 
hunger, cold and nakedness shall cease; to hold that the 
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abundant resources of land, sea and air can provide bountifully 
tor all; 


“To agitate for the redistribution of wealth through taxation, 
compensation and insurance; 


“To guarantee the rights of freedom of speech and as- 
sembly provided by the Constitution to all from the most radical 
to the most conservative; 


“To demonstrate that the creative impulse is greater than 
the acquisitive instinct, that co-operation is superior to competi- 
tion, and that the desire to be useful and original is a stronger 
incentive than the profit motive; 


“To demonstrate the solidarity of labour, the independence 
of workers; that labour can create its own institutions under the 
most adverse conditions during a strike and in a panic.” 


When the foundations were well advanced, plans were 
made for laying the corner-stone. Documents were to be buried 
in the stone recording the state of human society in which the 
enterprise was born: the United States lynching score for 1931; 
the names of Jim Crow States, of States without workers’ com- 
pensation or social security laws, and of all the Christian sub- 
sects and denominations; copies of the Southern States’ Anti- 
Evolution laws and of proceedings at the Scopes monkey trial 
in Tennessee; a yellow-dog employment contract by which work- 
ing people were offered jobs on condition they did not join a 
union; and unemployment figures. Together with these records 
Claude aimed to bury in the corner-stone the names of all work- 
ers and union locals that had helped build the Temple, and 
copies of the writings which had first shown him and Joyce the 
nature of God. Crowning all were to be the words of Will Durant: 


‘In my ideal church all would be welcome who accepted 
the golden rule; there would be no other test. I vision a church 
as all-embracing as Christ's affections, accepting all and reject- 
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ing none. It would honour truth and beauty as well as goodness, 
this church of mine; it would nourish every art, and make its 
every chapel and cathedral a citadel of adult education, bring- 
ing science and history, literature and philosophy, music and 
art to those too old for school, and yet young enough to learn. 
But it would hold knowledge barren without brotherhood; it 
would allow every division and doubt, except that in the end 
love is the highest wisdom.” 


Three months of sacrifice and strife, of picketing and parad- 
ing and clashes with the professional gunmen brought in to 
break the strike, ended with the arrival of a telegram from 
UMWA headquarters, saying the owners of all but three mines 
had recognized the union and signed a contract with it. As far 
as the Paris district was concerned, the first round of the fight 
was over. 


There was a great celebration on the courthouse square 
that evening, and Claude was chief speaker. Next day, another 
speaker at the celebration was attacked in the street by some 
company gunmen, who struck him with a hammer and beat him 
with their fists. 


“We'll get that damned preacher next time,” one of them 
said. 


A deputy sheriff met Claude on the street and said: 


“I want to deputize you, preacher—give you a gun, so you 
can leave that so-and-so lying right where you next meet him. 
You'll never be hurt.’ He held out a gun for Claude to take. 


He was a little too effusive and Claude smelled a mice, 
amateur though he still was in political manceuvring. There was 
little love between the preacher and the upholders of law and 
order. He would not take the gun. He had met the terrorism of 
company gunmen before, and he was confident that the miners 
could take care of those people in the right way, without guns. 
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But as he was walking home to the manse a car passed him 
and he heard a man say: 


“There goes that goddamned son of a bitch.” 


The car slowed down but did not stop, and he went on 
home to dinner. Jess Barnett, a miner whose wife had pellagra 
and had benefited from the Sunday ball game, had killed his 
lone hog and brought Claude a ham, and Joyce was preparing 
it with real country-style gravy. 


The Paris miners returned to work with a union contract 
guaranteeing them $4.04 a day. It meant a possible income of 
$300 a year for a family of five or six on the basis of the number 
of days the mines were operating. It was a splitting agreement, 
because it left the miners of three fields to continue the strike in 
virtual isolation. 


It was not the agreement the men wanted, but it was a 
victory of a sort, and many were grateful for any compromise 
that would let them work again. The miners felt that the agree- 
ment had been made with the owners, without themselves being 
consulted, by the national and district heads of the UMWA, 
whom the miners had not elected and rarely saw. Declaring the 
men unable to guide their own affairs, the UMWA grouped 
them into Districts under the command of a president appointed 
from above. Arkansas and Oklahoma were District 21 under a 
tsar in Oklahoma. The agreement with the owners was that 
union dues must be checked off each miner’ s pay at the source 
and sent direct to headquarters. 


That was the kind of union it was, and the men had to 
take it or else be isolated from the rest of the movement. Claude 
was getting his first lesson in labour union realities in unchris- 
tian society. He could see that the struggle was just beginning. 
The mine-owners, finding it impossible to resist the workers’ de- 
mand for a union, had made the best of the situation by coming 
to an understanding with the union tsars, to ensure that not the 
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rank and file of coal-diggers, but a few high-salaried office-hold- 
ers, should control union policy. Thus even within the union the 
people had the top-down control system to fight. 


Yet, imperfect as the union was, the men had no cause to 
regret having fought and suffered for it. It was their task now to 
fight on inside the union for democracy, and then at last the 
people would have real power. 

The picture would have discouraged the preacher if he had 
not received at this time a note from Dr. Gillespie, enclosing a 
letter written by Dr, Warren H. Wilson, the Board of Missions’ 
national head. 


Dr. Wilson had written: 


“IT am astonished at Williams. I hope he will live through it. 
It is a daring and radical thing he is doing, but he has the 
Gospel spirit in him. That is what we all desire to do sometime 
in our ministry. More power to his elbow and more wisdom to 
his mind. It is delightful to see how his own church is apparently 
supporting him and the working men are helping him. He has 
some of that breath-taking courage that the greatest Christians 
have had in their difficult measures.” 


He carried the letter about with him, together with another 
document of which he was rather proud. It was his certificate of 
ordination, which the miners, in token of respect for the first 
practising Christian they had met, had stamped all around the 
border with official seals of the United Mine Workers of America. 


(To be continued) 


LET MY PEOPLE GO, published by Victor Gollanz, Ltd., London, is 
now published in America under the title SOUTH OF GOD by Modern 
Age, New York. 


Ra M borer Ol bats vesLilicois. 


In Vol. III, No. 11, April-May, 1941 of the Protestant Digest, 
page 18, you mention me as a contributor to the Falange Spain. 
I would ask you to publish the following facts: 


In the first place, I am a loyal American citizen and I have 
not given my name to any foreign organization of any sort in 
any country. As an American citizen I have the right to publish 
my articles on Spanish culture wherever and whenever I please. 


Just because I publish an article in a democratic newspaper am 
I necessarily a Democrat? 

In the second place, I have every right to hold whatever 
opinion suits me about the happenings in Spain, Russia, France 
and everywhere else. 


Thirdly, I have friends in both political parties and of all 
denominations. About my visiting some Embassies in Washing- 
ton; I want you to know that I feel perfectly free to visit any 
Embassy that extends to me an invitation. 


Finally, you seem to be surprised that I am Curator of the 
Hispanic Foundation in the Library of Congress. We have here 
in this institution people of divergent political views and of all 
religious creeds, and I hope it remains so. Moreover I want you 
to know that I do not receive one cent from the American Gov- 
ernment but I am paid from a trust fund established here by a 
generous American scholar for the Hispanic Foundation and 
for myself personally. 

D. Rubio 
Curator, Hispanic Foundation, 
Library of Congress, Washington 


[Father Rubio asks: “Just because I publish an article in a 
democratic newspaper am I necessarily a Democrat?’ The 
answer is: In view of Father Rubio's pro-Fascist record, his pub- 
lishing an article in a democratic newspaper would not convince 
us of his democratic beliefs —Ed.] 
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I note an interesting letter in your excellent Spring number, 
a letter by R. J. O'Connor who says “When, therefore, you offer 
any criticism of church politics and politicians it is construed as 
an attack upon all Catholics and their religion.’ There's the rub, 
as of course you know only too well. How is one to get his mes- 
sage over to liberal Catholics when the Jesuits twist and distort 
that message to make it appear that one is a Catholic-baiter, a . 
Communist, or some sort of scalawag to whom good Catholics 
shouldn't listen? Indeed, these priests seem to have insinuated 
themselves into the good graces of Protestants and Jews to such 
an extent that adherents to these faiths, accepting in good faith 
the sudden and surprising protestations of Jesuitic love for 
heretics, believe the kindly fathers are actually protecting them, 
too. I realize that certain groups of wealthy and highly placed 
non-Catholics don't believe it, but they encourage such a belief 
among the naive, knowing that the priesthood can always be 
counted on to uphold wealth and privilege. 


I have read Paul Tillich's article, ‘Religion and Education,” 
and while I realize it is presumptuous of me to criticize it, I can't 
help saying that I tremble when I think how his words will be 
twisted out of their real meaning. He says: “Democracy .. . can- 
not resist in the long run if it does not find a religious foundation,” 
etc. How many times I have heard broadcasting priests (and 
non-Catholic clerics, too) declare that we must turn to religion 
to save democracy! Of course the priests meant their own reli- 
gion, and theirs alone; while 1 am sure Mr. Tillich did not mean 
that we should go back to the Middle Ages with its ‘one true 
church.” It is my humble opinion that writers should make them- 
selves clear when they make such a statement, and point out 
that liberal Protestantism or Judaism is not incompatible with 
democracy, but that the doctrines of the Catholic Church seem 
quite in keeping with Fascism; at least they have been in Spain, 
Portugal and Italy. 

Mrs. M. Matthews 
Wilmington, Delaware 
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I am giving below two quotations, the thought of which 
seems to have come from a common source. I wonder if any of 
your readers can establish this source for me? 


“You of the ‘Daily Worker,’ of the ‘New Masses,’ and you, 
fellow-travellers who form the Popular Front, recognize that in 
this modern era the contest stands between the forces of the 
Jew, Karl Marx, and the forces of the Jew, Jesus Christ.'’—Father 
Charles E. Coughlin in his broadcast of July 30, 1939. 


“Therefore I perceived some years ago that the irrecon- 
cilable conflict between the teachings of Christ and Marx con- 
stitute the most serious and far-reaching issue before the world 
today.'’—-Congressman Martin Dies, in “More Snakes Than I Can 
Kill,” Liberty magazine, January 13, 1940. 


“The teachings of Karl Marx and those of Christ stand at 
opposite poles. Marx represents the lowest forms of materialism; 
Christ symbolizes the highest and noblest conceptions of the 
spiritual . . . This irreconcilable conflict between the teachings 
of Christ and Marx is the issue upon which the future of western 
civilization is staked."—Congressman Martin Dies, in Part V of 
“More Snakes Than I Can Kill,” Liberty magazine, February 10, 
1940. 


Seumas MacHugh 
New York City 


I have aways felt that you are undertaking a colossal job 
and doing it heroically. And I am more than happy to help in 
any way I can—despite my long-felt conclusion that it is all but 
hopeless. 


All but hopeless because one has to allay an emotional 
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reaction through an appeal to the intellect. And I am not of the 
school that believes it can be done. 


Anti-Semitism appears to me to be a necessary concomitant 
of Christian society. In that it had its birth, and in that it finds its 
life. You may say that it is a mere accident and out of place in a 
true Christian world. But such a true Christian world is an ideal— 
it is not the Christian world that we face as an actuality. 


I hope that I am wrong. 


More power to you. 


Max Jonas 
New York, N. Y. 
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aS TRULY 
AMERICAN 


as the man for whom 


this hotel was named! 


Ee genuine spirit of friendliness endeared this Great 
American to a host of people. The Roosevelt man- 
agement maintains this same spirit in running the 
hotel. One will find our staff with that same sincere 
interest in its friends which so characterized T. R. 


TEES ROS Pav EGE 


Madison Avenue at 45th St., N. Y. BERNAM G. HINES 
Managing Director 
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A FELLOW FROM OSHKOSH 


was in here the other day. He said (and we are 
only quoting him): “If your readers have a 


grain of intelligence they will want to 


SEND THIS ISSUE OF 
PROTESTANT DIGEST 
TO THEIR FRIENDS.” 


For $1 we'll send you five copies 


We hope you have read this issue with enjoyment. We believe it is 


one of the best issues of the PROTESTANT DIGEST yet published. 
Why not send a copy to each of your friends? For $1 we'll send you 
a bundle of five copies in envelopes ready for mailing—or, if you 
prefer, send us the names of your friends with addresses and we'll 
mail them each a copy. 


Protestant Digest, MAIL THIS 
521 Fifth Ave., 
New York, N. Y. 


oe cu 1» POU DNE MOM E: 


(J Send me five copies of the July issue. 
L] Send the July issue to the five persons 


whose names and addresses are attached. OUR SUPPLY 
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TRUTH TASTES 
BITTER THESE DAYS 


and we haven't time to sugar- 


coatit... 


Whether you know it or not, the propa- 

ganda octopus seeks you out, Whether you are 

living in Spokane, Wash., or Laredo, Tex., the ten- 
tacles of propaganda are pulling at you. 


The truth tastes bitter. Perhaps you don't want it. You do need it. 


The entire United States press has not told the truth concerning the 
Soviet Union. It nurtured the myth of German-Russian alliance. The 
PROTESTANT DIGEST has stood alone in insisting that Russia is 
anti-Fascist and that she proved it up to the point of endangering 
her own existence. 


The commercial press will not print the truth about racial discrim- 
ination. Clerical fascists are using our freedom to kill our freedom 
and our press is muzzled completely on this issue. 


The PROTESTANT DIGEST brings to you the best thought of world 
Protestant leaders. They dare to write the truth. If you are not read- 
ing the PROTESTANT DIGEST regularly, you are missing some of the 
most thoughtful contributions to world leadership. 


Begin now by sending us $3 for 12 issues or make up a list of five 
friends who should be reading it and send us $5 for five trial sub- 
scriptions at $1 each. 


PROTESTANT DIGEST, 


DO IT 521 Fifth Ave., New York, N. Y. 


Enclosed is $ 


( Enter my subscription for 12 issues at $3. 
NOW, (J Enter subscriptions for the enclosed names at your 
special offer of $1 each (5 issues) 


PLEASE! | 1m. 


Address 


This Is About an 
Alarm Clock 


Eugene Bagger says in the Jesuit paper AMERICA that to : 
save Europe for the Catholic Faith you have to destroy 
German power first, then Catholic missionary and Catholic — 
teacher must reconvert the Germans from their Protestant 
heresy, and that this mission must be protected by 
armed strength of Britain and a resurrected France.’ 


James M. Gillis, editor of the CATHOLIC WoRLD, says 
Nazism is the fruit of Protestantism. “ 


Do you perceive the NEW FASCIST LINE? 


After saving the world from Stalin the Fascists will soon 
be saving the world from Hitler... and Luther . . . and 
ROGER WILLIAMS! i 


But whatever they save the world FROM they will save 
it FOR Fascism. 


WATCH THIS LINE DEVELOP .. . FASCISM IS ON | 
THE MARCH ... PROTESTANTISM IS ABOUT TO B= 
STABBED IN ITS SLEEP...THE PROTESTANT DIGEST 
IS AN ALARM CLOCK ... READ BISHOP OXNAM’S" 
LEADING EDITORIAL IN THIS ISSUE, AS STATES- 
MANLIKE, AS FIRM, AS COURTEOUS A STATEMENT 
AS HAS APPEARED IN A GENERATION OF AMER- 
ICAN JOURNALISM. 


Write and tell us what you think of it. 4 og GR 


ee 


